Vol. XXXL, No. 21. 








CASES REPORTED THIS WEEK. 
In the Solicitors’ Journal. 


381 














The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


LONDON, MARCH 10, 1887. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


RereeRine TO ovR onsERvATions last week on the rule of Decem- 
ber, 1885, now numbered as R. 8. C., 1883, LV. 74, ~~ 
the drawing of orders in chambers, we have reason to beli 
that the attention of the judges of the Chancery Division is being 
directed to the subject; and that some general regulations de- 
fining, and in effect restricting, the operation of the rule above 
referred to may be framed, which will save the Rule Committee 
of Judges the trouble of considering the subject. 





It 1s uypErstoop that the executive committee appointed to 
carry out the entertainments at the approaching London meet- 
ing of the Incorporated Law Society have already engaged the 
Lyceum Theatre and Mr. Invine’s company for one evening. 
Probably also another theatre and company will be retained, and 
of course a dinner and a dance will form part of the enter- 
tain ments. 





Ty raz Lorp Cuancetton and the Government require any 
evidence to convince the Treasury as to the necessity for the 
appointment of another judge of the Chancery Division, they 
should call for a return for the last two years of the number of 
days the four existing judges who have chief clerks have been 
able to devote to the hearing of witness actions, and how many of 
such actions they have been able to dispose of, and what — 


the number of those heard bore to the total number on list | « 


at the beginning of each sittings, taking transfers into account. 
The fact that Mr. Justice Kexewicn is ra disposing of his 
list only affects the question by raising ion that 
another judge devoting his time exclusively to the hearing of 
witness actions would materially assist in reducing the cauce lists 
and in avoiding arrears. 





Axsovr 170 London members of the Incorporated La 
had, up to a recent date, sent in their names as guaranteein 
guineas each towards the costs of the entertainments to be 
in June next to the country members of the society. 
considerable number of five-guinea guarantors, but, havin 
to the fact that there are about 2,500 London members 
society, the response so far made to the council’s appeal 
hardly be considered satisfactory, or quite fair 
who have promptly come forward to undertake * 
probable, however, that in many cases the matter has been 
looked in the pressure of business, and the 
have done well to afford a further He emm for 
of guarantors. It should be remem that an 
of guarantees is particularly desirable, inasmuch as 
ments thade by the Executive Committee must, to a 
extent, depend on the amount of which is 


i 
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caee 


forthcoming, 
and those arrangements must y be made at an early date. 
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Lozp Bramwett, in the debate on the second reading of the 
Railway and Canal Traffic Bill, is reported to have said, “ con- 
fidently, speaking as a lawyer,” that the well-known clause, which 
has been inserted in every railway construction Act passed in and 
since 1845, whereby the railway by each such Act authorized is 
declared not to be exempt from any future railway Act, does not 
bear the construction put upon it by Lord Srariey of Preston, so 
as to authorize the Parliamentary revision of rates proposed by the 
Bill. ‘With the greatest deference, but quite as confidently, we 
maintsin that the clause not only bears the construction referred 
to, but could bear no other. The words of the clause are: ‘‘ No- 
thing herein contained shall be deemed or construed to exempt the 
failway by this Act authorized to be made from the provisions of 
any general Act now in force, or which may hereafter pass during 
this or any future session of Parliament, or from any future revision 
and alteration under the authority of Parliament of the maximum 
rates and fares authorized by this Act.” The words being “any 
futare revision” under the authority of Parliament, it is clear as 
the English language can make it that the proposed Parliamentary 
revision is, at any rate, grammatically within them. But if there 
be anything in the subject-matter or the context to exclude the 
ical construction, of course the grammatical construction 

isnot the trueone. As to the subject-matter, Lord Bramwext says 
noone would have subscribed his money if he had thought that 
Parliament would revise the rates authorized by the original construc- 
tion Act. Surely it is an equally strong argument that no rates could 
ever be intended by Parliament to be irrevocable and perpetual what- 
ever might be the changes in the value of money, in the expense of 
locomotion, and in the pressure of a railway monopoly. As to the 
context; using the word in its widest sense and admitting all 
railway Acts, general and special, as part of the context of the 


clause, we are brought face to face with a more specious argument. | j 


In 1844 an Act (7 & 8 Vict. c. 85) authorized revision, by the 
combined action of the Treasury and Parliament, of the rates and 
fares of companies paying dividends of ten per cent. or upwards, 
such revision to be on such a scale as would, in the judgment of 
the revising authority, reduce the dividends to ten per cent. It is 
this revision and no other, says Lord Bramwett, that is within the 
purview of the saving clause, which, ‘“‘he has no doubt, was to 
et new companies saying they were not within this Act of 
liament (7 & 8 Vict. c. 85) because they came into existence after 
it was passed, and that there was nothing in their own Acts to 
limit their right to make more than ten per cent.” - We think this 
View wrong for three reasons. First, the saving clause is at least 
ambiguous, and it is a well-known rule of law (see the cases of 
which Stockton and Darlington Railway Co. v. Barrett, 11 Cl. & F. 
§90, is the best known, cited, “‘among many other authorities,” 
in Maxwell on Statutes, 2nd ed., at p. 364) that where a local or 
Act is ambiguous, “‘the benefit of the doubt is to be 
ven to those who might be prejudiced by the exercise of the 
wers Which the enactment grants, and against those who claim 
exercise them.” Secondly, the Act of 1844 had no retrospective 
at all, but was prospective only, and railways authorized 
its ing were essentially and solely the objects compre- 
liendeéd im it, so that, if the saving clause is put in for the reason 
ote by Lord Brawwett, it is put in for no reason at all. 
y, the Act of 1844 provided for Government purchase as 
well as revision, and if the Act of 1844 only, and revision there- 
tinder, had been intended to be included under the words “future 
fevision under the authority of Parliament,” purchase as well as 
fevision would have been specially mentioned. Now that so great 
a moe authority as Lord Bramwett, “ speaking as a lawyer,” has 
* put forward the view that Parliament, in Po g the 
of the Railway and Canal Traffic Bill, will be acting 
With as much injustice as if it took away ‘“‘an acre from every 
ten” held by his brother peers, it is, we think, highly desirable 
that the law officers of the Crown should give an opinion on the 
sablect, atid that such opinion should be printed and circulated 
With the Bill before it is introduced into the House of Commons. 
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Ox 
(Limited), 


Re The Wholesale Grocary Co. 
on the hearing of two petitions ted for the 
of a company, Mr. Justice Noxrz intimated 


AY Last, in a case of 


of a com he will require explanation, presumably with a 
view te volting the soéaad petitionet with boxts, or at least dis- 
allowing his eoste. The learned judge considered that the second 
petitioner could not be ignorant of the presentation of the first 
petition, seeing that when he went to the petition clerk to get the 
name of a j balloted for, in accordance with R. 8. C., V., 
9 (d.), he would be made aware of the existence of the previous 
petition by reason of his petition being marked with the name of 
a judge without ballot, in accordance with section (¢.) of the 
same rule. On ascertaining the existence of the previous petition 
it would presumably be his duty to procure a copy of it, and on 
finding that the hearing of it would effect the object of his own 
petition, his duty would be to abstain from incurring any further 
expense. In other cases of second petitions a similar considera- 
tion arises, and has been observed on by the court ; and notably 
on Saturday last, Mr. Justice Srratine, in a case of Re Ruddiman’s 
Trusts, which was under the Trustee Relief Act, refused to allow 
any costs of a second petition other than the costs of its prepara- 
tion. This course would probably be adopted by Mr. Justice 
Norra in the case of a second petition for winding up prepared in 
ignorance of the first. 





Ir mas BEEN stateD that a coroner recently fined a juryman 
forty shillings for appearing in the jury box drunk, and that, when 
the juryman protested and announced his intention to appeal, the 
coroner asked the other jurors to decide by a show of hands 
whether their fellow-juryman was drank or not, and, upon their 
deciding in the affirmative, ‘‘ confirmed his judgment.” We can 
find no precise authority for the power of a coroner to fine a drunken 
juryman. The statutory power to fine under 7 & 8 Vict. c. 93, s. 
17, is clearly confined to cases of refusal to serve after summons, 
and the common law power, which is general and not confined to 
jurors, appears to be limited to cases of actual obstruction of the 
coroner in the performance of his duty (see Jervis on Coroners, 4th 
ed., p. 240). A juror, however, must be probus et legalis homo 
and able to write his name legibly on the inquisition (see Jervis, p. 
200, citing Lord Raymond, 1305), so that, although jurors upon 
coroners’ inquests cannot be challenged, it would seem to be almost 
a matter of necessity to reject a drunken man from the jury, “ for 
the not swearing of a juryman is of less consequence than the risk 
and hazard of a plea to the inquisition ” (Jervis, p. 201). 





Tar Cover or Arrgat No. 2, on Wednesday last, had in its 
list three cases in each of which one side was represented by a 
suitor in person. It rarely happens that a suitor in person is not 
obstructive to the business of the court, and Mr. Justice Currry 
recently made some strong remarks about the ‘‘ torture, vexation, 
and unnecessary expense” caused by some of these litigants. 
As a rule, a person in this position, while absolutely convinced of 
the righteousness of his own cause, is y ignorant as to 
the law, the rules and practice of the coart, the rules of advocacy, 
and as to most things connected with the conduct of his case. In 
this state of things the court is in a sense forced to instruct him 
in order to minimize the waste of time, seeing that he cannot be 
sent away unheard, and, if allowed to talk on at his own discretion, 
he will introduce all kinds of irrelevant matters into his speech. 
Some few of these suitors are worthy of consideration, and, 
indeed, of commiseration, by reason of their want of means. But 
the purely litigious suitor in person ought to be suppressed. 
Cases have occurred of motions being made from time to time by a 
suitor in person, each one more idle than the last, and each one 
dismissed with costs. It is a difficult matter for the court to 
protect such a suitor against the results of his own folly and 


weave t ity, but it would, in the case of the purely 
itigious walter be ie hly beneficial to that suitor, as’ well as to 
the court, if he could be put down. 








In the House of Commons on the 15th inst. Mr. Plunket obtaimed leave 
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ASSIGNMENT OF AFTER-ACQUIRED PROPERTY 
WHEN TOO INDEFINITE. 


Tux decision of the Court of Appeal in the recent case of The 
Official Receiver v. Tailby (35 W. R. 91, 18 Q. B. D. 25). affords 
an illustration, as it seems to us, of the way in which legal 
decisions with regard to the construction of documents sometimes 
diverge from what, to a layman, would probably seem the common 
sense of the matter. We are not pre to say, without thorough 


consideration of all the authorities, that the Court of Appeal were. 


wrong in the conclusion at which they arrived; but we cannot 
help thinking that a common-sense business 4 would most 
t 


likely have eome to the opposite conclusion. is quite certain 


that the general principle on which the court acted was pene part 
guage 


correct, the only doubt being as to its application to the 
of the document in the particular case. 

The facts were these :—A bill of sale given to secure an advance 
contained an assignment of the steck-in-trade, fixtures, shop and 
office furniture, &c., of the grantor upon the premises where he 
carried on the business of a packing-case maker, and the book- 
debts due and owing to him, and also of all book-debts ‘‘ which, 
during the continuance of the security, might become due and 
owing to him.”’. It was held, reversing the judgment of the 
Queen’s Bench Division, that the assignment of future book-debts, 
not being limited to book-debts to arise in any particular business, 
was invalid, on the ground that the subject-matter was not suffi- 
ciently defined, and therefore that it did not operate to the 
property in a book-debt which came into existence the 
assignment. 

We fully admit that this decision, if it had applied to a book-debt 
arising after the assignment in some other business than 
catried on by the grantor at the time of such assignment, would 
havé been clearly good sense and good law. But the debt in 
question was, it would appear, a book-debt that afterwards became 
due to the grantor in the course of his business of a packing-case 
maker carried on by him at the time of the assignment; and the 
court seemed to admit that, if the assignment of future debts had 
been in terms confined to the future debts to arise in that business, 
it would have been sufficiently definite and good. We cannot help 
feeling some difficulty as to the 2s of the principle 
involved, looking to the substance of the thing. The parties, as 
it appears to us, most clearly in fact contemp future book- 
debts to arise in the course of the particular business, whatever 
else they may have contemplated ; and probably those were the only 
future book-debts they did really contemplate. But they no doubt 
used terms which would cover, not only those, but possible 
future bock-debts which might arise in the course of any business 


. carried on by the grantor, at any time and in any place. The 


assignment might well be inoperative so far as regarded such 
other book-debts, because the subject-matter was too indefinite ; 
but why should it be bad guoad a subject-matter clearly included 
within the limits of the description, which the Yaar obviously 
contemplated, and which it was competent for te convey? 
If a man conveys by a description which is clearly intended to 
include A and X, A being a defined matter and X an undefined 
matter, why should not the assignment operate so far as A is con- 
cerned, though it cannot operate so far as X is concerned? It was 
argued for the grantee of the bill of sale that, ‘‘ assaming the 
description to cover all future book-debts to arise during the con- 
tinuanee of the security, it must cover future book-debts to arise 
in the particular business before mentioned, and as to those it 
would be sufficiently definite and good, though it might be bad as 
te any other book-debts.” We fail to see that the court gave any 
very satisfactory answer to this argument. Omne majus continet 
in se minus. This applies, although the limits of the majus are 
not ‘accurately ascertained. The Continent of Europe includes 
England, although the limits of the Continent towards the North 
Pole may not be exactly ascertained. As the grantee’s counsel 
observed, ‘‘ surely the effect of saying ‘all book-debts to become 
due’ cannot be different for this purpose from that of saying ‘all 
beok-debts to become due in the said business or otherwise.’ ’ 

The Court of Appeal laid great strese on the i that, if 
the description of the subject-matter is not sufficientl 
definite, it is not enough that a definite sulject-matter qharwatte 
comes into existence that answers the description. We believe 





that proposition to be perfectly true as applied to the cases to which | writ, the 
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tion, and would have formed a sufficiently definite 

for assignment, unless the context and circumstances shewed that 
the parties intended to include them. If the < y 
construed by the light of the context and the circumstances, does 
not amount to an assignment of the particular class of future 
debts as well as any other; if the do not appear to have 
intended, by their description, a i definite subject-matter 
as well as more which is not sufficiently f of course, 
the whole assignment must fail. We feel a difficulty with regard 
to the decision in Official Receiver v. Tailby, because it seems 
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that | us that, under the circumstances, and paths | regard to the context, 


the words of the assignment, fairly 
future book-debts to arise in the particular business, whatever they 
might be intended to include besides. Atany rate we cannot hel 
thinking that a business layman would be likely to think that sue 
was the meaning. 








INCUMBRANCES. UNDER THE YORKSHIRE REGIS- 
TRIES ACTS, 1884, 1885. 
rf ; 


Elegit.—The mere issuing of a writ of elegit has no effect, on 

debtor’s land, for the writ merely commands the sheriff to 
certain things. When he makes the return to the writ, 
other words, delivers the land in execution, the rents and 
the land become charged with the execution creditor’s 
the land itself may be sold after registration of the writ under 27 
& 28 Vict. o. 112 (see ante, a 38). The ba aye ly iy 3 
Act, 1884, contains.no provision for registering return 
writ, though the writ iteelf can be registered. If the land is not 
situated in Yorkshire, eracg. cintteek Of coRTNTente SE 8. snes 
debtor prior'to his land being delivered in as 
against the execution creditor; it has even been held that 
veyance for value made by a fo , 
defeating an execution, so as to leave nothing in 
be pala ak ee ee 
son (4 Ch. App. 622); Hale v, Saloon Omnibus 
Halidv. devon (3 T. R988); Darel ay | 
807); Wood v. Diaie (7 Q. B, 892); Meus v. 
Pi few ¥- Santee (3 M. & 8. 371); seous when the con 
is voluntary, Blenkinsopp v. Bl 568 
M. & G. 495). If, therefore, it 
who has contracted or taken a conveyance for value before 
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creditor on the ground that his conveyance must be deemed to 
have priority in point of time over the writ, and, therefore, over 
the delivery in execution which necessarily follows it. 

Fi. fa.— Leaseholds are not bound as against a purchaser for value 
until the time when the writ is delivered to the sheriff (30 Sorrcr- 
tors’ Jovrnat, 725), or, ibly, if the word “ goods’ bears the 
same meaning in the Mercantile Law Amendment Act (19 & 20 
Vict. c. 97), s. 1, as it bears in the Statute of Frauds, until seizure, 
if he had no notice that a writ under which the land could be seized 
was in the hands of the sheriff. Seizure is not a matter that can 
be registered. In cases, therefore, where a purchaser from the 
judgment debtor, without notice of a writ, enters into a contract 

fore seizure, his right will be preferred to that of a purchaser 
from the sheriff; and if his conveyance, not being founded on a 
prior contract, is completed before the seizure, he will not lose 
priority merely because the writ is executed before the con- 

ance. 

On the other hand, if a conveyance not founded on a prior 
contract, and made after seizure, is registered before the writ, it 
may be held that the conveyance must be taken to have been 
executed before the writ was registered, and, therefore, that the 
purchaser from the judgment debtor would have priority over a 
purchaser from the sheriff, on the ground that the conveyance to 
the former must be deemed to have priority in point of time to the 
writ, and, therefore, to the seizure. 

Appointments of receivers. —Orders appointing a receiver, 
whether on final process or not, take effect from the moment when 
they are made, and, therefore, it appears that, as between a con- 
veyance to a purchaser (where there is no prior contract) and an 
order, the priorities will be settled according to dates of registra- 
tion. But it must be remembered that, if the order is made in an 
action which is properly registered as a lis yendens, the purchaser 
may be postponed owing to the doctrine of lis pendens. 

Bankruptcies.—Seeing that the Yorkshire Registries Act of 1884 
was passed one year only after the Bankruptcy Act of 1883, which 
repealed the Act of 1869, it is probable that the draftsman of the 
Yorkshire Registries Act, 1884, had the Bankruptcy Act of 1869, 
not the Act of 1883, before him. Under the Act of 1869, on 
adjudication, all the property belonging to the bankrupt at the 
date of the act of bankruptcy on which the adjudication was 
founded, vested in the trustee in bankruptcy; but conveyances for 
value made by the bankrupt before adjudication to a person not 
having notice of the act of bankruptcy were protected. We see, 
therefore, the reason for specially mentioning ‘‘ order of adjudica- 
tion”? in the Yorkshire Registries Act. There can be but little 
doubt that a conveyance of lands in Yorkshire made after ad- 
judication by a person who is bankrupt under the Act of 1869, 
but registered before the adjudication is registered, would be pro- 
tected. 

The questions that arise under the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, are 
somewhat difficult. On a receiving order being made the official 
receiver becomes receiver of the property of the debtor, but no 
cestio bonorum takes place, as it is uncertain whether the debtor 
will ever become bankrupt. If an adjudication follows, all the 

belonging to the bankrupt at the date of the act of 

ptey on which the adjudication was founded vests in the 

trustee in bankruptcy, but conveyances for value made by the 

bankrupt before the date of the receiving order to a person not 

having notice of the act of bankruptcy on which the adjudication is 
founded are protected. 

The receiving order is an order of court within the meaning of 
the Yorkshire Registries Act, 1884, and is, therefore, capable of 
registration. It appears, therefore, that, so far as regards its 
immediate effect in appointing a receiver of the property of a bank- 
rapt, regi ion is material, and that the receiving order will, if 
registered in Yorkshire before a conveyance by the bankrupt, have 
priority over it, and that any such conveyance, even if made after 
the receiving order, but registered before it, will have priority 
over the order. 

In cases where an adjudication is made the questions that arise 
are more difficult. The effect of adjudication does not depend on 
its date, but on two things—namely, (1) the date of the act of 
bankruptey on which it is founded (a matter not susceptible of 


registration), and (2) the date of the receiving order. It appears 
therefore that, at all events as regards all transactions that take 
place before the adjudication, it is immaterial whether the adjudi- 





cation is registered in Yorkshire or not. Possibly it may be neces- 
sary to register it for the purpose of obtaining priority over con- 
veyances executed by the bankrupt after adjudication, but this is 
not at all certain. If an adjudication is made, no question as to 
priority of effect arises between a conveyatice of the protected 
class and the receiving order. The latter only marks a date after 
which no conveyance is to be protected; and it seems probable, 
therefore, that a protected conveyance will not lose its priority by 
want of registration in Yorkshire, and that, on the other hand, a 
conveyance executed after the date of the receiving order may be 
protected if registered in Yorkshire before the registration of the 
receiving order if it be of such a nature that it would be pro- 
tected if the land had not been in Yorkshire and if the convey- 
ance had been executed before the date of the receiving order. 
These points are, however, so doubtful that the wise course is to 
register conveyances, receiving orders, and adjudications in bank- 
ruptcy without delay. 

Tacking.—By the Act of 1884 (s. 15) registration of any 
instrument was constituted actual notice to all persons. 
section was repealed by the amending Act of 1885 (48 & 49 Vict. 
c. 26) as from the 16th of July, 1885. 

The Act of 1884 provides (section 16) that no priority mb ee 
tection shall be given or allowed to any estate or interest in land 
in the three ridings by reason or on the ground of such estate or 
interest being protected by or tacked to any legal or other estate 
in such land, except as against any estate or interest existing 
before the commencement of the Act, and that though the person 
claiming protection is a purchaser for value without notice. 

The intention of the repeal of the 15th section of the Act of 
1884 was to allow a mortgagee to make further advances, or a 
banker to allow fresh drafts upon a mortgage to secure an account 
current, without searching the register before each advance or draft. 
But it is extremely doubtful whether this repeal will have the 
desired effect, owing to the omission to repeal section 16. 








REVIEWS. 
EQUITY. 


A Practica CoMPENDIUM OF Equity. By W. W. Warson, a 
Barrister-at Law. SxconD EpiTion. By the AuTHOR and B. 
NEUMAN, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 2 Vols. H. Sweet & Sons. 


Mr. Watson’s work consists of a digest of the law of we 
arranged under a series of about forty di t heads. These heads 
are arranged in alphabetical order; but as many of them contain 
sub-heads, the book is not really an alphabetical digest, and it would 
be requisite to have some little familiarity with it before one could 
know precisely in which part of the two bulky volumes of which it 
consists to look for the information required on any particular point. 
Thus “‘ Parent and Child” comes as a sub-heading to “‘ Guardian and 
Ward ; ” while the law of partition is included under the heading of 
joint-tenancy, which also includes tenancy in common and copar- 
cenary ; and there is a heading entitled ‘‘ Vesting and Divesting of 
Estates and Interests,” which seems, so far as we have looked into it, 
to be very inclusive indeed. In spite, however, of the rather 
arbitrary method adopted, we are by no means p to con- 
demn it ; for it ap to have been s' by @ certain under- 
lying logical principle, and must be upon rather as @ com- 
promise than in any other light. We have little doubt that the 
general index at the end of the book would soon enable the reader 
to get over ay imi difficulties of this kind. Our principal 
fear with reg to the k is that it rather falls between two 
stools, being too minute and copious for the student, and not full or 
detailed enough for the lawyer. The author has, however, shewn s 
very ingenious brevity in his statements of the effect of cases, and 
has done his best to give the very utmost amount of information 
in the limited space which he has allowed himself. But whena 
writer attempts to condense the law of “ wills” into less than two 
hundred pages, and that of ‘‘ powers” into less than one hundred, he 
sets himself a task which it is not easy to accomplish successfully. 
There are, however, many to whom a sort of dictionary of the 
effect of the more important decisions in equity will doubtless be 


useful, and to such we can confidently recommend the work now 


before us. The present edition, the second, has been considerably 
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James, L.J., in Moxon v. Payne (8 Ch. 881), as if it referred toa 
_ hy oa whereas it is pcan referring to the 
case, that hi ship’s expressions are, pro oqaning 4 i 
able only to compromises ; and on saa ae the su’ am gt 
ln prem rae! homey Sechortly (28 ‘D. 
t case of Harvey v. don } i ° 
399). It also to us that not sufficient notice is of the 
effect of the Judicature Acts in doing away with the necessity of 
shewing an equitable ground for relief in suits brought in vf 
courts. For instance, on page 108 it is stated: “‘ If the plaintif? 
to establish any contract of which ific performance can be de- 
, damages cannot be given,” and on page 1,252, in discussing 
the remedies for ‘‘ Waste,” it is stated: “An action for an account 
will not lie, except as incident to an injunction.” Neither of these 
statements are now correct, and, as they stand, they might 
misleading to a student. We would also suggest ina future editi 
that some space might be gained for more important matter by 
omitting much of the article headed ‘‘ Assets,” which is now chiefly 
of historical interest. 


MARRIAGE LAW. 

THE MarriaGE Law oF ENGLAND. SxEconp EprrTion, REVISED AND 
ENLARGED. By James T. Hamick, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, late 
Secretary of the Registrar-General’s Department, Somerset House. 
Shaw & Sons. 

This book gives a clear and readable account of the law relating 
to the ceremony of marriage, and the present edition, besides being 
an improvement on the first in type and general appearance, contains 
a deal of additional matter. The t of the subject 
is little altered, and, indeed, it would not be to present it ina 
more logical and convenient manner. The ips which existed 
under the old law, prior to 1836, are well aim out, though it is 
somewhat difficult to realize that till that date only Jews and 
Quakers were allowed marriage ceremonies of their own, and that 
all beside, Roman Catholics and Dissenters alike, could be married 
only in the Established Church. Mr. Hammick, however, is now 
contented to let well alone. He strongly disapproves of the attempt 
made last year by the present Attorney-General to turn Dissenting 
ministers into registrars, and inserts a forcible protest on the subject 
contained in a letter by the late Registrar-General, Major Graham, 
to Mr. H. Richards, M.P. But if such grievances are only senti- 
mental, the old law had others of a very real kind) Thus the 
marriage of minors by licence, without the consent of parents or 
guardians, was absolutely void. Hence, where the consent of the 
mother was obtained, who was supposed to be a widow, and it was 
afterwards discovered that the father was living, it was held that 
there had been no marriage. This has now been altered, and, oan 
the consent is still required, yet the want of it does not destroy the 


validity of the marriage. It is clearly one thing to attempt to | the 


prevent foolish or ill-considered marriages by directing certain 
cautions to be taken, and quite another to declare that the a 
shall be void for want of them after its obligations have been entered 
into and new rights have been called into existence. 

But in their present state our marriage laws are by no means free 
from difficulties, and these are clearly explained Mr. Hammick. 
Thus he shews that the name in which banns are need not 
be the original name, but should be the known and reputed name. 
He gives an opinion of the late Sir R. Phillimore on the curious 
question of residence, from which it ap that the mere hiring 
of lodgings is not sufficient, though the matter does not seem 
free from doubt. And with the whole question of the different 
methods of marriage—by banns, by common , or by 
special licences in the Church of England, and before the 
registrar—he deals in such a manner as Should make it perfectly 
clear to all who are concerned with the administration of the 
marriage law. The Appendix contains the statutes on the subject, 
presented, where necessary, in full, and a statement of the law in 
the various British colonies and possessions, as well as much other 
usefal matter. The book is brought well up to date, and the author 
has been able to insert ene ad the recent case of Scott’ 
v. Sebright. The various subjects of the marriages of Quakers and 
Jews, of the marriage laws of the other parts of the United Kingdom, 
and of marriages abroad, are fully treated of in the text. 








took place on Sat last, in his seventy-first , the frequenters of 
the sie Courts and the legal poodenton genase aa miss 

figure. He was formerly clerk to the late Lord Caelmsford when he 
practised at the bar, and on the elevation of that gentleman to 
the woolsack he was shortly afterwards ap chamber clerk to Mr. 
Justice Mellor in 1861, which post he continued to hold for years. 
He also acted as clerk successively to Baron Amphlett ( Lord 
Justice), Lord Justice Thesiger (son of Lord Chelmsford), and for the 
six yeurs to Mr. Justice Cave. The funeral took place at Ealing Cemetery 
when a very handsome wreath was sent by the judges’ clerks, several 
whom were present.” 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 
SOLICITORS AND THE IMPERIAL INSTITUTE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


i 


society and over which the has no control. pokil apees 
be once established, there are numerous institutions, all equally worthy 
of manent, for which contributions porte demanded with quite as 
m™ 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 
ROBINSON v. DUKE OF BUOCCLEUCH AND QUEENSBERRY— 
0. A. No. 1, 10th, 12th, and 14th March. 
Apmissistrtiry oF Evrpgence--Osrtiricatss or Barrism. ayp Buriat. 
This was an from the decision of J., in an action for 


ejectment at the Assizes. In 1874 the defendant bought some 
property in Warwickshire from Thomas Robinson. The 
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reputation had not been threshed out, and thought that 
it would be most desirable prety tenon A new trial. — 
Counsan, Sir R. EB. Webster, A.G., H. J. Hope, and Arthur Denman ; 
Graham and Toller. Soxcrrors, ¢ Manisty ; Gedge, Kirby, ¢ Co., for 
Wright, Leicester. 
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FURBER vo. COBB—C. A. No. 1, 8th March. 


Brut or Sare—Vatiwrry—Covenants ‘‘nzcRssARy FOR MAINTENANCE OF 
Srecurarry”’—Powzr to Szsize—Bru1s or Satz Act, 1882, ss. 7, 9, 13— 
Form uy Scuepvute. 


The question in this case was as to the validity of a bill of sale given as 
security for money. By the deed the grantor assigned to the grantees, 
who were auctioneers, the chattels specifically described in a schedule 
thereto, and which were stated to be then in a certain messuage. The grantor 
covenanted with the grantees that he would not remove the chattels, or 
any of them, from the premises where they then were, without the consent 
in writing of the grantees; that he would not permit the chattels, or any 

thereof, to be destroyed or injured, or to deteriorate in a ter 
than they would deteriorate by reasonable use and wear thereof, 
would, whenever any of them were destroyed, injured, or deteriorated, 
forthwith replace, repair, and make good the same. And it was agreed 
that, in case default should be e by the tor in payment of the 
ot or interest, or any part thereof, or in the performance of any of 
covenants thereinbefore contained on the part of the grantor, “all of 
which covenants are hereby declared to be necessary for the maintenance 
of the security hereby created,’’ or if he should become a bankrupt, or 
suffer the chattels, or any of them, to be distrained for rent, rates, or 
taxes, or if the chattels mentioned in the schedule, or any of them, 
should be fraudulently removed from the premises on which the same 
were or should be, or if the tor should not, without reasonable 
excuse, upon demand in writing by the grantees, produce his last receipts 
for rent, rates, and taxes, or if execution should have been levied against 
the chattels of the grantor under any judgment, in any of such cases it 
should be lawful for the grantees, without notice, immediately, or 
whenever ~ might think fit, to seize the chattels, and, after the 
expiration of five clear days, to sell the same, and to receive the proceeds 
of sale, and therewith, in the first place, to reimburse themselves the 
costs of such sale, ‘including therein the full charges and commission of 
tees as auctioneers, as if they were selling on behalf of the 
jon ong and, in the next place, to pay other costs and expenses, and to 
pay the principal and interest remaining due, and to account for the 
surplus to the _— ; provided always that the chattels thereby assigned 
should not be liable to seizure or to be taken possession of by the grantees 
for any cause. other than those specified in section 7 of the Bills of Sale 
Act, 1882. Bowen, L.J., held that the covenant not to permit the 
chattels to be destroyed or injured, or to deteriorate, &c., was not neces- 
sary for the maintenance of the security, and that the bill of sale was 
void, because power was given to seize and sell the chattels on breach of 
that covenant. 

Tue Court or Arrzat (Lord Esusr, M.R., Sir James Hannen, and Fry, 
L.J.) dismissed the appeal, holding the billof sale to be void, but on a dif- 
ee meyer Lord Esuzr, M.R., held that the bill of sale either altered the 
legal t of the statutory form, or that it was a puzzle and misleading. In 
either view the bill of sale was void. But he thought that the ground 
by Bowen, L.J., could not be maintained. Sir James Hannen 
agreed with Bowen, L.J., that the parties could not by agreement make a 
covenant ‘‘ necessary for the maintenance of the security’ which was not 
necessary. The court must, in each case, decide whether a particular 
covenant was . The covenant must be necessary for the main- 
tenance of the security created by the bill of sale, not for the mainten- 
ance of a “sufficient security” less than that agreed to be given. In the 
— case the security given was a number of articles of ture liable 

destruction or injury, and, if such destruction or injury should occur, 
the security would be pro tanto diminished. A covenant that the articles 
destroyed or injured should be replaced or repaired was, therefore, 
necessary for maintaining the security on. It was con- 
@ power to seize upon the destruction or deterioration of a 
Was unnecessary. This argument was based on the assump- 
Act intended that a right of seizure might only be given for 
covenant n for maintaining a sufficient security, 
lordship thought, was not the true construction. The possi- 

p arising from the legal enforcement of the right to seize 

ed against by the proviso at the end of section 7, under 
udge might restrain the grantee from selling, if the grantor 
after the seizure replaced the article or tendered its value. 
that it was not necessary for the maintenance of the 
right to seize should arise if the grantee did not “‘ forth- 
r repair the articles destroyed or deteriorated. If ‘‘ forth- 
within a reasonable time,’’ it added nothing to the force 
with which it was connected ; if it impo some greater 
ition, his lordship thought it was necessary for tain - 
agreed on that.a portion of it, if lost, should be made 
as little delay as le. He was, therefore, of opinion 
of sale was not vii by this covenant. He was of 
the covenant not, without the consent of the grantees, to 
chattels from the premises where they then were was necessary 
maintaining the security, the fixing a place where the goods were tc 
“pe ome of the security agreed on. The grantee had a right to 
stipulate for particular safeguard. The insurance against fire would 

be vitiated by the removal of the s. It would not be a 

le construction of the covenant to hold that it would be broken 
removing the goods to save them from destruction by fire. And, if 

an innocent removal would be a breach of the covenant, and the grantees 
seize for such a breach, the grantor could obtain relief under the 
at the end of section 7. Hislordship was, however, of opinion, on the 
ty of Ex Stanford (30 Soxscrrorns’ Jovznat, 418, 17 Q. B. D. 
that the of sale was void, because of the agreement that out of 
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the proceeds of the sale of the chattels the grantees might retain theit 
full charges and commission as auctioneers, as if they were selling on 
behalf of the grantor. This was a on for securing to the grantees 
a larger advantag> than they would have had if the statutory form had 
been followed ; it was not a provision for the maintenance of the 
security, but a provision for obtaining to the grantees, in addition to that 
security, their trade profit as auctioneers by the sale. And, even if the 
proviso at the end of the deed could the effect of the previous 
covenants, which had been declared to be for the maintenance 
of the security, the bill of sale would be calculated to mislead, and would 
be void on that ground. Fay, L.J., concurred. He was of opinion that 
the covenant to replace and repair any of the chattels destroyed or 
injured was ‘‘n for the maintenance of the security.” The 
security was iuatatatesd ont when the subject-matter of the and 
the tees’ title to that subject-matter were both preserved in as good 
plight and condition as at the date of the bill of sale. Tas Cover said 
that, if necessary, they would give leave to a to the House of 
Lords.—Oounsgt, Pollard, R. Vaughan Williams, E. F. Hodge; Lumley 
Smith, Q O., and Herbert Reed. Soxscrrons, R. Furber ; Burgess ¢ Oosens. 


Re MARSHFIELD, MARSHFIELD v. HUTCHINGS—Kay, J., 28th 
February and 11th March. 


Morrcacor anp Morrcacer—Arrears or Inrgrest—SaLze By MortTcacEe 
UNDER Powsr or Sarze—“ Distress, Action, on Svrr’’—Srarcrss or 
Lawrration—3 & 4 Wut, 4, c. 27, 8. 42—37 & 38 Vicr. co. 57, 8. 10. 


The estate of a second mortgagee was being administered in the action, 
and his executors claimed from the first mortgagee £250, part of the 
proceeds of the sale of the estate, which had been sold by him under his 

wer of sale, and which he insisted on retaining in respect of arrears of 

terest beyond the statutory limit of six years. The executors applied 
to the court for directions, and the first mortgagee agreed to appear aud 
have the question determined on the summons. 4 

Kay, J., said that this was not a distress, action, or suit by the first 
mortgagee to recover his interest, but rather a suit by the mortgagor 
against the mortgagee. The case came exactly within fhe decision of 
Kindersley, V.C., in Edmunds v. Waugh (14 W. BR. 257, 1 Eq. 418), and 
he must hold that the first mortgagee had a right to retain more than six 
years’ arrears of interest.—Oounse., Phipson Beale; E. Beaumont; R. F. 
Norton; Church. Soxscrrons, Winckworth, Trollope, ¢ Winckworth ; Munns 
& Longden; Prior, Church, § Adams, for H, Salter Dickenson, Poole, 
Dorset. 


COOTE v, INGRAM—Chitty, J., 15th March. 
R. 8. C., 1883, XXXVI., 2—8—Mope or Trrat—Rieut To A Jury. 


In this case-a motion was made by the plaintiffs to discharge an order 
obtained in chambers by the defendant for a trial of the action before a 
jury. It appeared that the action was brought for an injunction and 
damages for infringement of literary copyright. On motion for an 
interim injunction, an undertaking had been given by the defendant. The 
defence alleged acquiescence, and also that publication of the words of songs 
did not constitute an infringement of registered copyright in words and 
music of songs. The defendant c’ an absolute right, under ord. 
36, r. 6, to @ jury, citing Coles v. Civil Service Association (32 W. R. 
407) and Fennessy v. Rabbits (ante, p. 316). The tiffs contended that 
the effect of ord. 36, rr. 4 and 7a, was to give the court or judge a dis- 
cretion, citing The Temple Bar (34 W.R. 68, 11 P. D. 6). 

Ourrry, J., said that the question turned principally on the meaning and 
effect of ord. 36, rr. 4, 6, and 7a. The Court of Appeal appeared to 
to have held in The Temple Bar that the effect was that the right toa jury 
was preserved in those cases where such right existed previously to the 
passing of the Judicature Act, 1873, and a discretion was conferred on 
the court or judge in cases where the right to a jury did not previously 
exist. The Appeal Court decided that the words ‘‘in any other cause 
or matter”’ in rule 6, referred to causes or matters as specified in rule 4, 
which, previously to the Act of 1873, could, without any consen’ of the 
parties, have been tried without a . The case before him was one 
which, previously to the Act of 1873, could have been tried in the Court 
of Chancery by a judge alone, without any consent of the es. He 
therefore held that t 
claimed. He also held, in exercise of the discretion conferred by the rules 
on the court, that the present case was not one which should be tried 
before a jury, and he came to that conclusion independently of any such 
question as er, in cases like the , the burden of m out a 
case for trial before a jury lay with the party making the application for 
that mode of trial. On the old rule (ord. 36, r. 26, of the Rules of 
1875) it was held in Hunt v. Chambers (30 W. R.527, 20 Ch. D. 365) that 
the burden of proof lay with the lying for a trial 


patty app . 
without a jury; but that case was, as observed in The Temple Bar, decided 


upon rules not now in force, and under a different state of rights of par- 
ties. But, as he the Lords. Justices, rules 4 and 7a, when read 

, did confer upon the court or judge discretion to direct a trial, 
either with or without a jury, in cases where there was no right to a jury 
before the Act of 1873, and that the new rules cast the burden of proof 


on the asking for a jury—or, at all events, that the discretion of the : 
p= Sora He therefore q 


court or judge was . the order made 
in chambers, with costs to be costs in the action.—Counsst, Romer, Q.O., 
and Lyre; Bramwell Davis. Souscrrors, Wilkinson ¢ Howlett ; G. J. T. 
Barrett. 


WILLIAMSON v. FARNELL—North, J., 14th March. 


Srzcta, Powe or Apromrment—Vatrpiry or Exzrcisz—AtTrsmPrTsD x 
Desiecation oF Powsr ro Apromsr to Psrsons nor OsszoTs OF S| 


e defendant had no such right as that which he ~ 
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In this case a question arose as to the validity of an exercise of a special | 
power of appointment. A testator had,under a settlement, , to ; 
certain property by deed or will among his children. his wi vii 
made an appointment to his son R. for his and after his death 
trust for the child or children of R., as he should by deed or will ap- 
point, and. in default of such appointment to R. . Tt was 
admitted that the delegation to R. of a power to appoint, especially 
to appoint to persons not objects of the power, was void, and 
question was whether the limitation to R. in default of any 
the del power was also void. R. had not ey to exercise 
delega‘ ee pore. The assignee in bankruptcy of claimed under 
limitation to R. In opposition to his claim reliance was 

placed on the cases in which it has been held that, where the donee of a 
power makes an appointment to persons who are notobjects of the power, 
and, subject to that appointment, makes an appointment to a person who 
is an object of the power, the ultimate appointment is void as well as the 
appointment to the persons not objects, on the that the donee, in 
making the appointment, intended that the appointment should 
take effect only after the i ear ig not objects was 
exhausted: Brudenell v, Elwes (1 East, 442, 7 Ves. 882). On 
the assignee it was argued, that this rule does not apply when a mere 
power is limited to a stranger to os the fund, and in. default 
appointment the fund is given to objects of the original power, 
Ingram y. Ingram (2 Atk. 88). In answer to this reliance on 
a passage in Sugden on Powers (8th ed., p. 515) as shewing that thie 
exception does not apply when the delegated power is to 
strangers, because the intention of the donee is the ground on 
limitations over to good objects, after limitations to strangers, are held to 
be void, and that preciole applies as forcibly to a power to appoint among 
strangers as to a direct gift to them. 

Norru, J., held that the ultimate gift to R. was valid, notwithstanding 
the prior delegation of a power to int among strangers. The inten- 
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DAVIES BROS. & OO. ». DAVIES-—-Kekewich, J., 15th March. 
Covenant in Restrawr or Trape—‘So rar as THE Law Attows’’— 
REasonaBLENEss. 


Davies to retire wh 
the law allows, from the trade or 


ary nee abe 


the 

Da and his father the defendant’s share 
an indenture of the llth of 

covenant in question above set out. . 

whole business. In 1885 the def 


on merchant andthe weg, 


tion of the testator was that R. should take in default of my spon. of man 


the delegated power, and that power was void and never could be 
exercised, and it had not in fact been exercised. In. his 8 
opinion Carr v. Atkinson (14 Eq. 397) and Webb v. Sadler (8 
419) were authorities in favour of his conclusion 


fe 


Giffard, Q.0., and Follett; Cookson, Q.0., and Kingdon 5 Humber. | that th 


Souicrrors, Gregory, Rowcliffes, ¢ Co. ; Futvoye, Field, ¢ Sewell ¢ 
Edwards. ‘ 


BAGLEY v. SEARLE—Stirling, J., 12th March. 


Srzciric Perronmance—Morion ror JUDGMENT IN Deravutt or PieapiInc— 
EvripgEnce. 


Upon this matter, which was a motion for judgment in default of 
pleading in an action for specific performance, coming on for hearing, 

Sririie, J., stated that, since De Jongh v. Newman (W. N. 
59) had been before him, he had looked into tne matter, and 
that the practice in the different courts with to 
plaintiff to produce an affidavit in proof of his statement of was 
uniform, and that, under these umstances, he should not in futu 
require such an affidavit —Oounszt, Bissi/i, Soxrcrrons, Gardiner ¢ Son. 


ie 
BEES 


Re RUDDIMAN’S TRUSTS—Stirling, J., 12th March. 
Payment out or Covnt—Petrrron—Ssrvice on Tausrazs Dispsnsep Wirz. 


This was a petition for payment out of court and distribution of certain 
funds paid into court under the Trustee Relief Act. The fund had been 
paid into court upwards of ley | ears ago, and the last survivor of the 
trustees who had it in had died in the = 1855. The legal personal 
representatives of that trustee could not be found, and the court was asked 
to dispense with service upon them. The case of Re Bolion’s Will (18 
W. RB. 56) was cited in support of the application. 

Srreuinc, J., dispensed with service upon the representatives of the 
trustees.—Oounset, Stokes; Ingle Joyce; MacSwinney. Soxicrrors, 
Arnold ¢ Co. ; Simpson, Hammond, § Co. 


SOPER ». ARNOLD—Kekewich, J., 15th March. 


Vunvor ann Purncuassn—Forreirors or Derosrr—Purcuaszr’s Farurs 
to CompieTe—Want or Trt1z. 


Tn this case a question arose whether vendors were entitled to retain a 
deposit paid to them by the purchaser on a contract for the sale of land, 
the purc eee topo to complete, and the vendors having failed 
make ont a title. e plaintiff to some land from 
defendants, and paid a deposit. The con contained the usual con- 
aot comply’ they should be at Werty to reucind, and that i the porcheses 
not comply, they s at to . 
failed to cobaplete, the deposit should be forfeited and the y 
be repaid all ex: to which they had been put. 
no substential objections to the title, 

rating atts trope die et ng: Pe 
acco ly put the property up for > a 
found, who ark the Objection, that the power of sale 
vendors p to sell did not exist. A’ summons 
out under the Vendor and Purchaser Act between 
new purchaser to decide the t, 
declaring that a good title had not and copld 
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tiff then commenced this action against the vendors to 
which he had paid upon the © contract aed ke 
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FAWCETT + URWIN—Q. B. Div., lth Maroh. 


Conveyance or APrTsR-ACQUIRED 
Dws.uine-xovss—Laoar. 
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intended wife might inhabit. There was a proviso giving the trustees 
, with the consent of the persons interested, to sell the furniture and 
spe furniture, or invest the proceeds; the income to go to the 
husband for life, but so that, if he peomne bankrupt, the income should 
to the wife and children. The goods seized by the sheriff were 
uired since the marriage, and in a house where the married 
had since the marriage come to live. The principal contention on 
part of the execution creditor was that the words of the deed were 
sufficiently specific to the goods seized by the sheriff: Belding v. 
18 W. R. 867, 3 H. & O. 955; Clements v. Matthews, 11 Q. B. D. 808, 
ts of Brett, M.R., and Ootton, L.J.; Oficial Receiwer v. Tailby, 
. R. 91, 18 Q. B. D. 25. It was also contended that the deed was void 
under 13 Eliz c. 5, by reason of the husband having settled his own 
prnperty on himself till his bankruptcy with a gift over. 
z Court were divided in opinion on the principal point, but they 
were ed that the deed was not void under the statute of Elizabeth. 
Day, J., said that it was well-ascertained law that a right to property not 
in existence might be acquired by contract. Here there was a covenant 
by the husband that he would settle all ne furniture coming 
on to the marital residence. The house was sufficiently specified to be 
ascertained, and so was the furniture. At any moment up to the seizure 
trustees might have insisted on the husband executing a conveyanze 
em of this specific property. The case of The Oficial Reeewer v. 
Tailby wasa case of book-debts; and no doubt there was a vagueness 
about an assignment of book-debts; but there was no analogy between 
them and id furniture. The claimants had acquired an equitable 
property furniture, and they were entitled to succeed, As to the 
second tt, there was no fraud, and therefore the deed was not void 
under 13 Eliz. c.5. All that could be said was that the limitation till 
bankruptcy was inconsistent with the Benkruptcy Acts. Wu4.15, J., said 
+ say To ei from authority, he should have thought the description of 
the ture intended to be conveyed was sufficiently specific, and that 
there could be no difficulty in saying to what property the words of the 
. But he could not distinguish this case from the cases 
which had been cited, and in which words not less specific than these had 
been held to be insufficient. He thought, therefore, that the property 
remained in the settlor, and did not pass to the claimants. As to the 
second point, the deed was not wholly void, but only as against a trustee 
in , and here there had been no benkruptcy.—CovunssL, 
Macaskie ; tace Smith. Soxzcrrons, Williamson, Hill, ¢ Co. ; Worthing- 
ton, Evans, $ Blaziand. 
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CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 
MACDOUGALL v. KNIGHT—C. A. No. 2, 17th March. 


Soricrron—Neciicence—Lianmiry ror Omission TO PROCURE INVEsT- 
munt oF Monzsy—‘‘Carniuce or Orper’’—Onancery Funps Ruues, 
1874, nz. 37. 


In this case an important question was raised as to the jurisdiction of 
the court to enforce the liability of a solicitor for a loss occasioned by the 
non-investment cf a sum of money in pursuance of an order, and as to 
the construction of rule 37 of the Chancery Funds Rules of 1874, That 
rule provides that ‘‘ when an order , directs the carrying over of 
money or securities in court, or the investment - . « Of money in 
court, or of dividends to accrue on securities in court, the Chancery Pay- 
master may defer giving effect to such direction until a request in wri 

effect thereto has been left at the Chancery Pay Office ; but its 
duty for the person having the carriage of such order . . . to 
and such request at the Chancery Pay Office without unnecessary 
In March, 1883, the plaintiff obtained ez parte an interim order 
+ pape on the terms of his lodging £500 at the bank “‘ to the 
chancery ex parte account,” and this sum was lodged by him 
On the 19th of April, 1883, he moved for an injunction, 
the made no order on the motion, ‘‘ except that the question of 
righ any damages to be paid by the plaintiff to the defendants and 
que of the costs uf this motion be y reserved until judg- 
in ection. And it is ordered that the plaintiff, on or before 
5th of May, 1883, do all necessary acts, pursuant to rule 31 of the 
Funds Rules, 1874, for the ve of having the sum of £500, 
him at the bank, transferred by him into court to the credit of 
and that such sum, when so transferred, be invested in 
to the credit of the action to an account to be entitled ‘ Security 
for ye od (if any? to be awarded to be paid to defendants.’ And it is 
ordered the dividends, as they accrue due on the said amount, be 
from time to time invested in like annuities.” After this order had been 
drawn up, the defendants’ solicitors sent it (i.¢., the original of it) to the 
plaintiff's solicitor to enable him to procure the transfer of the £500 into 
court in accordance with the order. The transfer was duly made, but the 
money was not invested, and this omission was not discovered for several 
ears, and, on the discovery, the defendants’ solicitors procured the 
westment to be made. So far as could be ascertained, the plaintiff's 
solicitor, when he took the original order of the 19th of April, 1883, to 
the paymaster’s office, left with it a request for the transfer, but did not 
leave any request for the investment. In November, 1886, the plaintiff 
took out @ summons asking a declaration that the defendants’ solicitors 
were liable to make good the loss of interest which had resulted from the 
non-investment. North, J., refused the application. On the appeal it was 
b OF the plsintiff that the defendants’ solicitors had the 
carriage’’ of the order of the 19th of April, within the meaning of 
37, and were therefore liable for its non-investment, and the case 
Bation ¥. Wedgwood Coal and Iron Co. (81 Oh. D. 346, 30 Soxsctrons’ 
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JourNat, 181) was relied on as she that the court had jurisdiction 
to enforce the liability in this way, and at the instance of the plaintiff. 
In that case, on the application of the receiver by summons in a repre- 
sentative dcbenture-helders’ action, Pearson, J., ordered the solicitor of 
the plaintiff to make good a loss which had resulted 

ment of a sum of money in accordance with an order of the court. 

Tue Court or Aprzat (Corron, Linpusy, and Lorzs, L.JJ.) 
affirmed the decision. Oorrox, LJ., was of opinion that the 
plaintiff's solicitor was the person who had the Se: of the 
order of the 19th of April within the meaning of rule 37. It was 
the duty of the plain to carry into effect that part of the order 
which related to the transfer of the £500. It was clearly the duty of the 
plaintiff’s solicitor to leave with the paymaster the original order and a 
request for the transfer, in order tbat the transfer might be carried out, 
and it would be unreasonable to say that, when he had the order for this 

urpose and left it at tle paymaster’s office, he should divide the request 
Fate two parts and ask only for the transfer, and not for the investment 
of the money. This ot the appeal, and his lordship would not 
enter into the question how far Batten v. The Wedgwood Coal and Iron Oo. 
ought to be followed, and how far, in dently of that decision, the 
court had jurisdiction to make a solicitor in this way. It was to be 
observed, however, that in that case the solicitor was acting for other 

rsons as well as the plaintiff. His lordship must not be considered as 
any way assenting to the view of Pearson, J., or as expressing any 
opinion on the point. Livorey, L.J., said that when the poms | was 
opened he was somewhat startled. It struck him as extraordinary that a 
— should apply to enforce a liability of the defendants’ solicitor. 
ut, when rule 37 was looked at, there appeared to be some foundation 
for the application until the facts were ascertained. When they were 
ascertained it was clear that the plaintiff's solicitor, not the defendants’ 
solicitors, had the “‘ carriage” of the order, and there was an end of the 
case. Lorzs, L.J., said that the £500 could not be transferred without 
the plaintiff’s solicitor having the order in his ion, and the order 
was sent to him for that purpose. When he the order in his posves- 
sion for that purpose he had the “‘ carriage ” of it, and he ought to have 
requested, not oniy the transfer of the £500, but also its investment and 
the accumulation of the dividends.—Oounsgu, Byrne. Soticrrons, H. H. 
Myer ; Torr & Co. 


SOLICITOR STRUCK OFF THE ROLLS. 
14th March—A.rrep Parx (East Retford). 





CRIMINAL LAW CASES. 


REG. v. GIBSON—Sth March. 


Pracrice—Hzarsay Evipence.or Inentrry—Oruge Evivences or Ipentiry 
—No Ossecrion BY Prisonzgr’s Oounsen TILL arrzn Summinc Urp— 
Conviction QuasHED. 


This case raised the important question whether evidence in a criminal 
case improperly received, but not objected to by the prisoner’s counsel at 
the time it was given, vitiated the verdict. The case was stated by the 
deputy-chairman of the General Quarter Sessions of the West Derby 
Hundred of the county of Lancaster. The prisoner was indicted for 
unlawfully and maliciously wounding Thomas Simpson. The prisoner 
and prosecutor had had an altercation outside a public-house, and the 
offence was committed shortly afterwards, as the prosecutor and others on 
their way home were passin 
- struck with a stone co 

e 
The prosecutor stated, but not in answer to any specific question put to 
him, ‘“‘ Immediately after I was struck by the stone a lady going past, 
pointing to the mer’s door, said, ‘The persoh who threw the stone 
went in there.’*’ No objection was taken to this evidence at the time. 
It was further in evidence that, with the aid of a police constable, the 
prisoner’s house was forcibly entered after admission had been refused, 
and the only persons found inside were the and his father, who 
was drunk and asleep on the sofa, and that when the 
outside the witness who saw him enter his house » That's the man 
who threw the stone.’’ There was no evidence as to who the lady who 


the prisoner’s house, when the prosecutor 
from the ) : 
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Tus Court (Lord Ootzarmes, 0.J., Potwock, B., Sreruen, Marasw, 
and Wits, JJ.) held that the conviction must be quashed. A diff 
rule could not obtain between criminal cases and that which 
held in civil cases, and which it required an Act of Parliament (the 
Judicature Act) to en - pendy, Cente reception of the least bit of 


ce which was not admissible was d for a new trial. It was 
admitted that the words were not shewn to have been, and probably were 
not, uttered in the hearing of the prisoner, and the evidence was, there- 
fore, inadmissible. The case stated that it was left to the 
judge. The prisoner was convicted on evidence partly legal 
not. In a civil case this would formerly have been s ot 
new trial, and although there could be no new trial in a criminal 
verdict must be set aside. The fact that coungel had not objected 
evidence at the time could make no difference, as it was the du 
judge 80 far,to protect the prisoner as to see that no evidence 
w does not permit was — against him. The rule must be 
whether the prisoner is defended or not, and if : arene had 
counsel it could not have been doubted that he not have 
judiced by omitting to object to the evidence till after the su 
—Oounszt, 0. LZ. Shand, Soxicrrorn, Woodeock, Wigan. 


i 
ake 


; 
FEE 


5 
4 ag 
HTT 


5 


REG. ». RILEY—5th March. 


OCrmimwaL Law—Apmisstztiry or Evipence—Arrempt to Commit Rars— 
Consent—Previovs OConnection—Evinence to Regsut Denial or 
Prosecurrix. 


Hundred of Salford, in the county of Lancaster, on the trial of the 
prisoner charged with an assault with intent to commit a rape, and also 
with an indecent assault and a common assault, The defence was con- 
sent by the prorecutrix, who was thirty years of age; and she wus cross- 
examined as to previous repeated voluntary acts of connection with the 
prisoner, which she denied. Oounsel for the defence wished to call 
witnesses to e these acts, but the court refused to allow them to be 
called, and the prisoner was convicted of the attempt to rape. 
The ene sere was raised as to whether the court was right ia 
rejecting the evidence. Counsel for the prosecution contended that, as 
the cases shewed that evidence of connection with men other than the 
prisoner wee inadmissible, the principle of those cases covered the present 


case. 

Tue Cover (Lord Co.erinez, C.J., Potzock, B., Srepuzy, Marusw, 
and Wits, JJ.) held that the conviction must be quashed on the ground 
that the evidence was admissible. Cases had been cited shewing that 
evidence to prove that the prosecutrix had had connection with men other 
than the prisoner was inadmissible, and, although it was sometimes hard 
on the prisoner, there was reason and good sense in rejecting such 
evidence, as otherwise an unchaste woman would have no protection 
against the assault of any man, however clear the evidence might 
against him. But evidence of previous connection with the prisoner went 
directly to the very point at issue—consent. T the case of a woman 
pote hag 2 with a man for two or three years marriage: sup- 

e denied the fact in a case like the present. Could it be contended 
or a single moment that it was not 
of character, but direct evidence of the relationship 
and prosecutrix, and to exclude it would be revolting 
common justice.—Oounszt, Addison, Q.C. Soxscrron, 8. F. Butcher, 
Bury. 
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EVANS +. THE LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN AND GREAT 
WESTERN RAILWAY COS.—Liverpool County Court, 25th February. 


Inrgerzst on CompznsaTion Awarps tx REsPEcT oF Lanps InsuRiovsiy 
Arracrzap—3 & 4 Wut. 4, c. 42. 8. 28. 


The question in this case was whether interest cun be recovered in an 
action on an amount found to be due to the plaintiff by a j 
by the sheriff under section 68 of the Lands Clauses 
1845 (8 Vict. c. 18), in respect of lands injuriously affected within the 
meaning of that section. ‘ 
Judge Ooturen said:—In Caledonian Railway Co. v. Carmichael (2 Sc. 
App. 56) demanded onl: 


i 


Lord Westbury says, ‘‘ Interest can be y in 
v el aig wm Mg, sel tab Ee Aw 
. sum of money having wro! withheld and not on the 
day when it ought to have been ’ In Pigott v. Western 
Railway Co. (18 Oh. D. 146) Jessel, M.R., says, ‘‘ That, under the 
rules a ble to the sale of an estate, where the vendor has 
shewn his title, the purchaser pays interest from the time at which he 
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to 

him, that is the time when good title was shewn.” But in 
edie egy Sab gn maces pear ge weeds 
there has been no contract of . The 

nothing ; all they do is to “‘ injuriously affect ” 
owner asks for compensation. In Hilhouse v. Davis (1 M. & 
held that, where a sum of money had been awarded 
under certain local Acts to assess the compensation to 
pereons for an injury sustained by them the 
property, and an action had been bro to 
awarded, the jury could, by their 
sum. This case was decided in 1813, 
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and, of course, before the 
passing of the Lands Clauses QOonsolidation Act. The j in that 
case seem not to have doubted that the verdict of the first jury estab- 
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LAW SOCIETIES. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
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**In pursuance of a resolution passed at an Adjourned Annual General 
eae the Incorporated Law Society on the 15th of July, 1881, to the 
effect meetings of the sccicty should be held in January and —_ 
a Special General Meeting of the members of the society will be held in 
the hall of the society on Friday, the 29th of April, 1887. 

** Members who may wish to move resolutions should send copies of 
them to the rege not later than the 30th of March. Notices of the 

1 afterwards be sent to each member of the society. 
** By order, 


“March 17,” 


(Signed) E. W. Wriit1aMson, Secretary. 


The following circular has been issued by the Incorporated Law 
to all the solicitors in England and Wales :— 

bd Royal Highness the Prince of Wales, as President of the pro 

papers! Institute of the United Kingdom, the Colonies, and India, which 

is to be the national memorial of the completion of fifty years of her 

Majesty’s reign, has caused a letter to be addressed to the president of 

this society under date of the 15th of February, of which a copy is en- 


closed. 

**The council of this society have great pleasure in responding to the 
suggestion contained in the letter referred to, and they invite the hearty 
co- of all members of the solicitor branch of the legal profession 
in contributing to the Imperial Institute funds as a testimony of the respect 
and affection which they entertain for her Majesty. 

** It will be gratifying to the council to be the medium of collecting 
and conveying these contributions to the Imperial Institute, and in order 
to secure that the subcriptions shall be as numerous as possible, they 
propose to limit the amount of each subscription to two guineas. 

**T enclose a form for adoption by intending subscribers, and I invite 

ou to return the same to me with the amount of your subscription filled 


“ As it is desired to pay over the total amount to the Institute at the 

earliest ible moment, I shall be obliged if you will accompany your 
th a remittance for the amount which you subscribe. 

F remittance by this society to the organizing secretary of the 

Imperial Institute of the amount subscribed, will be accompanied by a 

detailed list of the several contributors and of the amounts severally 





EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
Annvat Generar Meerine. 


The annual general meeting of this society was held on Tuesday at 
the society's house, No. 18, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, under the presidency of 
Mr. J. Moxon Clabon, the chairman. The report which was laid 
before the meeting stated that total assurances had been granted during 
the past year amounted to £392,787 under 293 policies, of which sum 
£376,024 been retained at risk, and the rest reassured. The new 

ums had amounted to £13,633 12s. 5d., of which £819 5s. had been 

paid away on reassurances, leaving a net receipt of £12,814 7s. 5d. It 
was satisfactory to observe that the net new renewable premiums had again 
shewn an increase over those of the previous year. The renewal 
premiums, amounting to £135,466 9». 4d., after deducting re- 
assurances, shewed an increase—namely, £1,482 10s. 3d.—over those of 
last year. In addition to this amount the sum of £3,322 12s. had been 
received in commutation of future payments. The amount received for 
interest and dividends was £68,412 18s. 6d., being in excess of the cor- 
reaponding item in last years accounts by £1,413 13s. 10d. The total 
funds now amounted to £2,070,021 4s. 10d., being an increase in the year 
of £7,423 13s. 1d. The claims in the year had amounted with bonus to 
£160,172 88. Although this sum was beyond the expectation, yet, if the 
claims of the p ng year were taken into consideration, the amount 
in the two years corresponded closely with the sum expected. The 
vestments, excluding the reversions, produced an average rate of 
interest of £4 9s. 2d. per cent. per annum. Several reversions had fallen 
in or been redeemed during the year, yielding a profit to the society of 
£11,184 16s. The directors had to regret the loss by death of one of their 
members, Mr. Dunster. Mr. Rooper, having resigned the office of solicitor 
to the society, the directors, in accepting his resignation, had expressed 
be mete nion of the value of his services, and of the efficient manner 
in he conducted its legal affairs. They had appointed Mr. Maxi- 
milian G. Rooper and Mr. George Levinge Whately to be his successors. 

The Ouarnman moved the adoption of the report. He observed that he 
had had the honour of occupying the chair at these meetings for a great 
many years, and he had been able to tell them each year that the year 
had been a rons one. He was able to say so again on the present 
occasion. Ee could not say that the year had been quite so ag ay 
as some of the former years; but still he was happy to know the 
society stood very high indeed in the scale of insurance offices. It was 
not for him to compare the office with others, but if they would look at 
the gradual a of the office and the business done he would venture 

were very few offices, if any, which could compete with 

them, . The first evidence of prosperity was in the annual premiums—he 
would set aside single premiums. e prosperity of an office greatly 
depended how these new premiums were kept up. If it had no new 
—- course it would by degrees come to bz only paying claims as 
occurred, and would godown to nothing. But the Equity and Law 

. The new policies brought them miums, and 

hoped it would be long before there would be claims in 
respect of them. Last year there had been £11,999 of new annual 
premiums, and this year there were £12,483, a clear increase, The new 
not show so well; but the board did not care 


single premiums did 





F13,900 to 135,100. ‘The claims this year had ‘been heavy 
133, to , 400. e clai year un . 
Whereas last year they had amounted to £112,000 they hed 
£159,000. But if the two years were taken together it would be 
that whilst the e: m was £272,000 the actual claims had been but 
£271,000. Th in the two years the deaths had about equalled the 
expectation. It must be remembered, too, that when the deaths came 
rather heavily from old lives off that the office had had their 
ums for many years, and for a longer time than had been expected. 
A great many of the deaths which had occurred this 
very old lives, and the actual increase above the expectation must be taken 
at only eight and a half per cent., whereas in some years the society 
added £70,000 or £80,000 to the amount ir hand; this year they 
added only 7,000, simply because of the heavy claims. Another re 


[ 
E 
g 


was that the society no longer granted annuities, and whilst, of course, 
posed | they continued to pay them, a did not get anything from this 
source in the shape of receipts. ut an office which had £2,070,000 
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in hand must be p well, and it was only about thirty- 
‘ evidence of substance that could 
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before the time that they were naturally expected to fall in. This 
year the increase in this respect Rear geeiy, Rig, een large, but it was 
substantial—viz., £11,000. The directors had had an anxious year, and he 
might venture to tell them that, going on he hoped in the way of pro- 
gress, they bad appointed a committee whose report he believed would 
conduce to simplifying the conduct of the business. There were ques- 
tions as to claims on suicide and whole-world policies with regard to 
which the board thought they could make some improvement, and 
these were now being considered. They were matters which did not in 
any way affect the future profits of the society except that more persons 
might be attracted to come and insure with them. He had received a 
letter from the deputy-chairman regretting that it was impossible for 
him to be present to-day. His duties as Vice-Chancellor of the Duch 
of Lancaster prevented him from being with the board as often as he 
wish ; but he (the chairman) was to feel that the society had with 
them a man standing and of stamp; and he could r testi- 
mony to the readiness with which the deputy-chairman gave his assist- 
ance when any difficulty occurred. 

Mr. Tuomrson Powet seconded the motion. 

The Oxnareman, in reply to Mr. Broxam, said that the new annual pre- 
miums last year were £11,999, and the new single premiams 21,200, 
which would make £13,000. This year the new ann premiums were 
£12,400, and the single premiums £300, making £12,700, therefore less 
than last year; but the new annual premiums shewed an increase over 
those of last year. 

The report was unanimously ad 3 

The Cuareman said their dear old friend, Mr. Dunster, had died during 
the year, and it was necessary to appoint a director in his place. 

On the motion of Mr. Rackuam, seconded by Mr. H. W. Brovexron, 
Mr. Epwarp Wa.misiey was elected, and briefly returned thanks. 

The Cuarrman said that on former occasions they vgl. aa out of the 
usual course, and elected one more director than their pe | number, 
though no number was fixed 7° deed, and it was therefure within their 
power todo so. Mr. Rooper been their solicitor for many years, and 
the board had accepted his resignation with regret, and thought bee Bin 
not do better, as some token of their appreciation of the way in whieh he 
had served the society, than to ask the meeting to elect him to a seat on 
the directorate. 

Mr. R. J. P. Broventon seconded the motion, which was carried nem. 


con, 

Mr. Roorgz having returned thanks, 

On the motion of Mr. R. J. P. Broventon, seconded by Mr. ©. B. 
Dr«vonp, the retiring directors, Mr. Justice Kay, Mr. Powell, Mr. Russell, 
and Mr. Maples, were re-elected. 

On the motion of Mr. A. Brmp, Mr. Boodle and Mr. Church, the 
retiring auditors, were re-appointed. 

The pe oped een, hwo Phe e B ig - W. Berridge, the 
actuary secretary, staff, gin high terms of their ser- 
vices, and mentioning, besides Mr. Berridge, Mr. Bellamy and Dr. E. 
Symes Thompson, the medical officer. 

Mr. Devenert seconded the motion, also referring to the value of the 


ee 
The was carried, and the Secretary returned thanks. 

Votes of thanks to the directors and to the auditors were carried, and 
the thanks of the meeting to the chairman terminated the p 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Law Srupsants’ Desatine Socrery.— March 
Orawford.—The su for discussion was, ‘‘Is it desirable to continue 
the Coal and Wine 


ive was su) by Messrs. F. H. Stapley, A. C. Buckmaster, 


E. Todd, and W. E. Elmslie. The question was decided in the negative 
by a majority of one vote, Thére were twenty-six members present, 


u Srvpmrs’ Socuzry.—March 14-—Ghairman, Mr. Lezarus.— 
The Sat discussion was “‘ The present Divorce Laws.” Mr. Williams 
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Mar. 19, 1887. 








opened by advocating facilities for obteining a decree nisi, and 
was a by Messrs. Richardson and Abrabams. In the absence of 
Mr. W. J. Bull, Mr. rp er Coma and was followed by Messrs. 
Goodall, Lowther, and Kains-J . Mr. Williams lied, and his 








motion being put was carried, but by the narrow majority of two votes. 
NEW ORDERS, &c. 
THE SPRING ASSIZES, 
The usual Orders in Council, issued in pursuance of the Spring 
Assizes Act, 1879, are published in the Gasette of the 11 
inst. The first directs that the jurisdiction of the Central Criminal 


Court at any session held or continued in the Oentral Oriminal 
district in the months of April and May shall extend to such 
of the county of Surrey as are not now included in the 
trict. The other orders direct that the counties of Cumberland and 
Westmoreland shall be united as 8 Assize County No. 1 
assizes to be held at Carlisle; the Northern and Salford divisions 
Lancashire as Spring Assize County No. 2, the assizes to be held at 
Manchester; the North and East Ri division and the West Riding 
division of Yorkshire and the county of the city of York as Spring Assize 
— dinghs —— oe 4 Leeds ; a counties of — 
and Not am the county o e town of Nottingham as 
Assize County No. 4, the assizes to be held at Lincola; the pe ng | 
Derby, Leicester, and Rutland, and the borough of Leicester as Spring 
Assize Oounty No. 5, tke assizes to be held at rte: Boy counties o' 
Northampton, Bedford, and Buckingham as Spring e County No, 
6, the assizes to be held at Northampton; the counties of Norfolk and 
Suffolk and the county of the city of Norwich as Spring Assize Coun 
No. 7, the assizes to be held at Ipswich; the counties of Hun on 
Cambridge as Spring Assize County No. 8, the assizes to be held at 
Chesterton (Cambridge) ; the county of Herts and a Bpatag As of Essex 


Bg 


not included in the Central Criminal Court district as 

No. 9, the assizes to be held at Hertford; the county of Sussex, the ty 
of the city of Oanterbury, and that portion of Kent not included in the 
Central Criminal Court district as Sp Assize County No. 10, the assizes 
to be held at Lewes; the counties of Berks and Oxford as 8; Assize 
County No. 11, the assizes to be held at Reading; the counties of Glon- 
cester and Monmouth as Spring Assize County No. ~" the assizes to ba 
held at Gloucester; the counties of Salop and S' as Spring Assize 
County No. 13, the assizes to be held at Stafford; the counties of South- 
ampton, Wilts, and Dorset as Spring Assize County No. 14, the assizes 

be held at Winchester; the counties of Devon and Cornwall as 

Assize Oounty No. 15, the assizes to be held at Exeter; the 

Somerset and the county of the city of Bristol as Spring Assize County 
No. 16, the assizes to be held at Taunton ; the counties of Montgomery, 
Merioneth, Carnarvon, Angelsea, Denbigh, and Flint as Spring Assize 
County No. 17, the assizes to be held at Carnarvon; the counties of 
Glamorgan, Oarmarthen, Pembroke, Oardigan, Brecknock, and Radnor, 
the county of the borough of Carmarthen, and the town and county of 
Hovertued west as Spring Assize County No. 18, the assizes to be at 
Swansea; the county of Northumberland and the city and county of 
the city of Newcastle-on-Tyne as Spring Arsize County No. 19, the assizes 
to be held at Newcastle; and the counties of Hereford and Worcester as 
Spring Assize County No. 20, the assizes to be held at Worcester. 





THE EXTRADITION ACTS, 


The text of a treaty for the mutual extradition of fugitive criminals 
entered into with Russia under the provisions of the Extradition Acts, 
1870 and 1873, is published in the London Gazette of the 11th inst. The 
treaty, which may be terminated by either pcre ms any time on giving 
six months’ notice of its intention to do so, comes into force at the end 
ten days from the date of publication. The following are the crimes and 
offences for which extradition is to be ted :—‘' 1, Murder, or . 
or conspiracy to murder ; 2, manslanghter ; 8, counterfeiting or al 
money, or uttering counterfeit or altered money; 4, forgery, counter- 

or ‘ 


feiting, or altering or uttering what is f or co) ; 
5, embezzlement or larceny; 6, malicious injury to property if the offence 
be indictable ; 7, obtaining money or goods false ces ; 8, crimes 


ainet bankruptcy law; 9, fraud by a 4 » agent, factor, 
wastes, or Gaston: or member, or public officer of any , made 
criminal by any law for the time in force; 10, perjury, or suborna- 
tion of perjury ; 11, rape; 12, carnal 
carnal knowledge, of a girl under sixteen years of age; 13, indecent 
assault; 14, administering drugs or using instruments with intent to pro- 
cure the miscarriage of a woman ; 15, abduction; 16, child stealing; 17, 
kidnapping and false imprisonment ; 18, burglary or ; 19, 
arson; 20, robbery with violence; 21, malicio’ wounding or 
grievous bodily ree! : ee rose by age or with intent = 
extort ; 23, piracy w of nations ; tinking or @ vessel 
sea, or attempting or conspiring to do so; 25, ponte tot a ship on 
the high seas, with intent to destroy life, or todo grievous bodily harm ; 
26, revolt, or conspiracy to revolt, by two or more persons on beard a my 
on the high seas against the authority of the master; 27, dealing 
slaves in such a manner as to constitute a oriminal offence against the 
laws of both States. Extradition is also to be granted for participation 
in any of the aforesaid crimes, provided such be punish- 
able by the laws of both the algo 


~ 


contracting i 
be granted, at the discretion of the State applied in of 
other crime for which, according to the laws of conteacting 


parties for the time being in force, the grant can be 


owledge, or any attempt to have School, 
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a — an Sankt. atone heneeely eomeshsees 
le. ught consequent shock in « 
contributed to his sudden demise. SS SS ee 


of the County Courts Act, 1816, he of county courts 
eiroult No. 6 (whish includes Lit nod dt Helen), and stow year 
later he was circuit No, 4, which includes Preston, — 
burn, and other large towns. 


Su 
$i 


manu 
senior county court judge; but about a year 
ment on pe ag failing health and 
iter 


; Hi 
fo eye eee deputy-lieutenant for He was married in 
1832 to the youngest of Mr. Edward Gorst, of Preston. He way 
buried on the 5th inst, 


APPOINTMENTS. 
Mr. Guoncs Ley Bopriry ae St es ie oe Seen Seen 
Penzan has been elected Coroner ' succession to Mr. 
John Roscéria, resigned, Mie. Dodlly’ wes eitadtted u sollcttor tm 1880. 


Mr. Atreep Townsuenp Oonnozp, ’ solicitor, of has been 
—— a to administer Oaths in the Court of 
udicature. 

Mr. Watrer Srracuan. of Bristol, has been ted a Com- 
missioner to administer Oaths in Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Joszrx Hensert Mezx, solicitor, of Bangor, has been ited a 
On 1 oars (6 adesahinan Oates ta tae Wepoerte Geush ob dedeootene 


Mr. Onantes Epwanp eg solicitor, M.P., has been created a 
Baronet. Sir C. Lewis isthe 3rd son the ev Glouee Willisan Lewis 


He was born in 1825, and he was educated at St. Saviour’s 
Southwark. He was admitted a solicitor about the 184: 
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cneeatates ond, the Commissioners of Taxes at Brackley, and coroner for 
the District of Northampton. 
Mr. Huwey Hawxzs, solicitor (of the firm of Hawkes & Vaied, 2 of 


Birmingham, has been ited a Magistrate for that boro 
Hawkes wus admitted a oc tor in 1846. og aplenty Bye Mg 
and he is also a magistrate for Worcestershire. 


Faancis Wrii1u4m Lows, solicitor, of Birmingham, has been ap- 
a Magistrate for that borough. Mr. Lowe was afeuitel « odiieline 


Cuantrs Wersrow Lanotzy Fivx, solicitor (of the firm of Flux, 
of 3, East India-avenue, has been appointed a Commissioner 
wits and examine witnesses in the Supreme Court of the 


Colony of the a. of Good Hope. 
Mr. J. W. Brimeuvesr, of 7, Bucklersbury, who has been for very 


many years the vestry clerk of St. Mildred, Poultry, and St. , Cole- 
church, has been ated Clerk and Solicitor to the Joint V of the 
Parishes of St. Lothbury, St. Christopher-le-S 8t. 
Bartholomew, 7 and Be St. Olave, Jewry, St. Martin, Pomeroy, St. 
Mildred, Poultry, and Mary, Oolechurch, such parishes having been 
recently united tical purposes under the Union of Benefices 


PARTNERSHIPS DISSOLVED. 


Hazann, Gzroncs Frepsrtc Weiiixcton Lanapon, and THomas 
Ristzy Heazw, solicitors, Buckingham. h 1. 

Sanvat Bricut Wriisims and ee ene Kenton, otiiene sy 
Williams, & ’ ett ), Redditch and Birmingham 
December 31. The said, Altres Kerwood. will will in future carry on the 
business on his own account. [@acette, March 11. 

Waris Wiorrwicx and Atrrep Henry Garpner, solicitors (Wight- 
wick & ee Folkestone. March1. The said William Wightwick 


1H 


Alfred Henry Gardner will continue the said business 
under ys style or firm of Wightwick & Gardner. 
[Gasette, March 15.] 
GENERAL, 
The Zimes says that a proposal has been made that if a man dies with- 
outa and without c his widow shall have at least £500 where 


will 
his estate exceeds that value, and that where it does not then the whole 
estate shall go to her. In the Bill which has been ht into Parliament 
for this Fy age ht Mr. Ambrose, Q C., M.P. for the w Division, a 
= £500 is given to the widow on the real and nal estate 
the sum is paid with 4 per cent. As between the and personal 
representatives this om 3 is to be borne in proportion to the values of 
ites respectively. In estimating the value of the 
real estate a spo ppp upon the basis of 20 years’ yoerene 
of the annual value at jerabagy Meo cl pe death nb protec be lor 
erty tax course gross amount of any mortgage 
or annuity is to be deducted. And in estimating the personal estate a 
deduction is to be made of debts and liabilities, &-. This provision for a 
widow is intended to be entirely additional to the share in the residue that 
she gets under the present law. 

In the House of F on the 10th inst., in answer to Mr. P. Stanhope, 
Mr. Jackson said :—It is difficult to state ’ precisely the sum which has 
been estimated and included in the Civil Service Estimates for 1887-8 for 
fees on contentious business to law officers ef the Crown in England, 
Ireland over and above official salaries. The sums are included 
under the items of law charges in various estimates and are based upon 


ra 


the Seite yan melee by the most recent experience. 
Perhaps it will er the hon. member’s p if I tell him the 
paige. tg wage yvelte Rage peed - ng ears, 1883-4 to 1885-6, 
as shown by the Account. res are as follows :— 


Sepepedina 
The Attorney- hag tae $3,010; the Solicitor-General. £2,018 ; the loed 
Solicitor-General for Scotland, £180 ; the A 
ireland £4,717 ; the Solicitor-General for Ireland, £2,566. 








COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURKE. 
Rora oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Date. APPEAL CouRT AzrqL Count Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. Kay. 

















cocks Mr. Ward Mr. acl 
Ward Godtrey 
Wns, Goatrey 
Leach 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
STIRLING. 
Mr. Carrington Mr. Pemberton 
ie Sees 
Lavie Clowes 
sSeantes Megane aomme er yea etihctn Wat 
clare a aiagens x= aes Oe Stare) 
o » OF S years 
he amas, Ofc, 1, Gueen Vi Nistorie-st, BO. Branch os ims, Pall 





WINDING UP JP NOTICES. 
London Gazette. March 11. 
JOINT STOCK L OOMPANTES. 
LugrTep iy 


CHANCERY. 
CENTRAL FAoroRigs 0: Buastt, Limerap. Worth, has, by an order 
dated 2 Sas M Saco oneriamangebeheter 


BR | aletecnerserienetenen —Petn for winding uw pocsented Mesa 
10, directed to be heard before Kay, J., on Saturday, Harrison, 


lane, solor for 
EQurraBLe PLATE GLASS ce Oo., Liairep.—Petn for winding up. pre- 
sented Feb 28, directed to be heard before Kay, J., on March 19. Roberts, 


acer St names 

Looe. y orth, J.. has, by om ardee Gated Feb 24, enpaiated 

Jobn Francis Clarke, 41, Coleman st, to be official liquidator. Oreditors 

req’ April their names and addresses, and par 

ticulars of their debts or claims, to the above. Wednesday, May 18, at 1, is 
ad debts and claims 





tod Manoh to be heard bet fons Geturday March 18 
ore . , 

Ghurch & Oo, Bedford row, agents for Feraell. solor for petner 

i Petn for 8 ee ST inch ta dhsecteh'to be bared See 

Chitty, J., on Saturday, om 19. Nash & Co, Queen st, agents for McAnulty, 

Newcastle upon-Tyne, solor 

Vicroria Sromie Co. or YISDEN, LimiTrep.— Petn for winding up, P28 

tented March & directed to be heard b Ohitiy. J, on March 19. 

Co, Southampton lane, solors for petners 


LIMITED I 
Victoria Sprynine Co. or DROTLADEN, Loarep.—Petn for wieting a up, pre- 
sented March 4, at 8 


Gavagved to bs lneapd bales she Vigo Canoslies o, Gorege’e 
Hall, Liverpool, on on Friday, March 18, at 11, Addleshaw & Warburton, 
, solors for petner a 


Bouton Excuance Rooms.—The Vice- ~~ by an order dated Feb 15, 
appointed Peter Kevan, of Bolton, to be official liqu: 


London ae at 
LIMITED IN 


BoytTnorre Cotiiery Co. , Lontep.— Stirling J hes. by an order dated Feb 94, 
pointed ted Howard Samuel Smith, Bennett's hill, Birmingham, provisionally 


Martoxu Oo.. igen —Ey oh ever, mate by Keg J., dated 
March 5, it was ordered that the company be wound up. orris, Walbrook, 


solor for petner 

B. HAM & 80%, Lageese.~ Fete for winding yp, poeneuted arch 12, directed to 
be heard - before Chitty, J., on Saturday, 26. Montagu, Bucklersbury, 
DEVONSHIRE COPPER Co. Laem. —Ouatthors ave roguired, on os before April's, 


so cond sheir names and addresses, and perMoulars ot their debts or claims, to 


Benjamin Newstead, 77, Syeiey, Agel at 12, is appointed for 
hearing and adj die upon debte and cats ig < 
Lome erquane cy = LiuEEaD. on on onder mate by Kay. 7, 5 Gata 
Wild & & icon fies eee eases er 
-SEA AND 5 tame a4ND CARRIAGE Co, 
—By an order * uated Feb 12, it was that 


‘aoe Chitty, J. fF ordered 
the company be wound up. nade by © & Laurence Pountney lane, solors for 
er 


Chi dated Feb 13. it eee eek cemiem: aieiine on ot 4 

7 was 0 vi up o company 

pn Fl tinued. Morley & Shirreff, Gresham Hi: ssalors for ‘or petner 

THOMAS BisHTON, me. — Dy on ontes made Oe dated March 5, it 
was ordered that the voluntary, w up be Tguiles & & Co, Bed- 

ford row, agents for Sound ot, alsall, solors for 


Yemenueees Sa8 ©, .—By an order made J.. dated March 5, 
ioe was ordered that the company be wound up. Wilkins & , Gresham House, 
ors for 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED 
East Env Szt¥-HetP Frrenpiy Socity, Race Horse Inn, Abingdon sq, North- 
ampton. March 7 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 


Day oF 
.¥, March 1. 


Hanson, Tt ee ae er. March 25. Garthwaite 
Hanson, Ghitty, Stra g J. , Batley, Huadersfeld | 


ot, lagen Victuall 
TaYLog, Pyles Tevlon ee ae isa a Lines er, April 8. 


KEELING  arccix Reneene, Tekotinas Wile hake Arentecct, April 2. Merton 
v Keeling, Chitty, J. Digby, Coleman st 





Act, for insertion in_ the 
and Sons, Pub- 


UNDER Kym a 
London Gasstts oF any newspaper, sould to Harrison 
lishers London Gazette, ane, WO "rhe Gastte 1s published every 
Tuesday and Friday.— b See) 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Ouarm. 


Last Day oF 
_ YY, March 8. 
ae FReDERICK, lane, Southwark, Gent. March 31. Sandi- 
lands & Co, Fenchurch avenue 
ATKIN, 


Tivecpeu, ie 11. Goffey & Co, Liverpool 
Arrer, Jouw Mor.ann, Hastings. April9. Meddows & Elliott, Hastings 
Back, Wii11aM Mezrocgr, Scarborough, Gent. April 19. Turnbull & Co 


Barxer, Heney, Leeds, Butcher. April 30. Harland, Leeds 

Bs.oz, Susannwan, Gravesend. March %. Mitchell, Gravesend 

Bewws, Gzores, Deamark hill, Camberwell, Gent. April 1. Cronin, Sourhamp 
ton st, Bloomsbury 

BrrnakD, Huwny Matruew, Portswood, Southampton, Paymaster, R.N. April 


16. Coxwell & Gontives 

, FREDERICK Gent. April 12, 
BorEMAN. aya st, Chelsea, D Brown, 
CasTL3, CHARLES, 
, Wit11aM, Loughborough, Machine Builder. May 2. Deane and Hands 
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DavEnrort, SARAH, Bury, Lancaster. April’. Grundy, Bury 

Drxow, Henry, Brompton sq, Major ist Dragoons. April9. Cavell, Waterloo 
muzeqes, JaMEs, Hindley, Lancaster, Corn Merchant. Aprilii. Bryan, Hind- 
ELwis, OHARLES, Rodmell, nr Lewes, Esq. April 30. Hillman, Lewes 

Fox, Marra, Bradford. April 30. Bhodes, Bradford 

Friern, Mary, Brampton, nr Carlisle. March 29. Ryley, Bolton 


ieee 7 — FEaDeanK, Liverpool, Solicitor. April 11. Payne & Frodsham 
v 


Gammon, Warts Jupp, Northiam, Sussex, Gent. April 1. Stephens & Son, 
mea Joun Roorn, Liverpool, Gent. April1i, Payne & Frodsham, Liver- 
poo 
TIARGREAVES, Mary, Rochdale. March 19. Brierley & Hudson, Rochdale 
Homes, ALion, Pendleton, Lancaster. April8. Gaunt & Lingard, Manchester 
HvuaGses, Gir Warren Watson, Fan ct, Chertsey, Knight. April 18. Torr & Co 
Bedford row 
JonEs, Rionarp, Hendafarn Corris, Merioneth, Innkeeper. April 4. Rowlands, 
Kine, ELIZABETH, Stroud, Gloucester. Juneil. Witchell, Stroud 
Nottingham” New Basford, Nottingham, Gent. March 23. Norman, 
MarTrHEws, YY, Middleton, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Aprils. Mellor, Oldham 
MoGnies. Frances Janz, Down, Sussex. Aprili¢. Fullagar & Hulton, Bolton 
Moors 


MERCER, CHARLES ALEXANDER, Surrey st, Strand, Gent. April 28. Woodbridge 
& Sons, Olifford’s inn, Fleet st * 

Pam, Oxaneae, Aberdeen rd, Croydon. April 2%, Rowland & Oo, High st, 
, on 

PRIDEAUX, ae ABETH, Upper Gloucester pl. April 9. Hanbury & Oo, New 











REYNOLDS, GEORGEINA Janz, Southsea. April 9. Hellard & Son, Ports- 
mow 

RHODES, ANN, Bradford. April 30. Rhodes, Bradford 

RHODES, JOSEPH, Bradford, Jeweller. April 30, Rhodes, Bradford 

NS Henry, Tavistock rd, Croydon. April 30. Rowland & Co, 

on 

RYDER, A, ~ See Bransford, Worcester, Gent. April 5. Mann & 
Rooke, Manchester 

SPILsBURY, Gzorez, Stafford, Solicitor. March 31. Spilsbury, Stafford 

Wutrz, Rosert, Morchard Bishop, Devon, Watchmaker. April 2. Gould 


Ex 
WYNDHAM, CHARLES WapHAM, Wimborne, Dorset, Gent. April 9. Cobb & 
Smith, Salisbury , 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Fripay, March 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Alay, Wyant, Totnes, Devon, Licensed Victualler. East Stonehouse. Pet 
ASHBURN, coum, Kingston upon Hull, Lighterman, Kingston upon Hull. Pet 
Bontort, JosHua SEYMOUR, Boston, Lincoln, Auctioneer. Boston. Pet March 9. 
Ord March 9 


BowDEN, Hepiey CHARLES, Cornwall rd, Brixton Hill, Grocer’s Assistant. High 
Court. Pet March 7 
BRISSENDEN, THOMAS, Maidstone, Baker. Maidstone. Pet March 8 


BRrooxgs, JouN, Whittington, Worcester, Innkeeper. Worcester. Pet Feb 19 


BULLERWELL, JOHN, Scotswood, Northumberland, Licensed Victualler. New- 
castle on Tyne. Pet March 9 ; 
OsEPH GzorGE, Camberwell rd, Zinc Worker. High Court. Pet 


Coates, THomas, Hutton Wansley, Yorks, Farmer. York. Pet March 9 

Cotiins, Joun, Reading, Milliner. Reading. Pet March 7 

Coomme, CHARLES THOMAS, Mayall rd, Brixton, Tobacconist. High Court. Pet 
ar 


ch7 
Cox, Epmonp L&Y, residence unknown, Gent. High Court. Pet Deo 9 
Currine, WaLtTER, Lynn rd, Sutton, late Publican. Oroydon. Pet March 5 
Oncwms, Jase, Lenton Boulevard, Nottingham, Dealer in Timber. Notting- 


. Pet 7 
Dace, Axauen, Wimborne Minster, Dorsetshire, Cabinet Maker. Poole. 


March 
Daz, THomas, Stafford, Fishmonger. Stafford. Pet Mar 9 
Davey, Jame, South Killingholme, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Great Grimsby. 


Davis, JouN Stevens, Bristol, Baker. Bristol. Pet March T 

mwas, Gacpen, Lucy rd, Bermondsey, Licensed Victualler. High Court. 
Einape Wass Epwarp, Tonbridge, Kent, Grocer. Tunbridge Wells. 
cysry, LagWELETE, Sevenoaks, Licensed Victualler. Tunbridge Wells. Pet 


Forster, Joun Watson, Orrell, Lancs, Provision Merchant. Wigan. Pet Mar? 
FRANKLIN, JAMES Henry, Leicester, Hosiery Manufacturer. Leicester. Pet 


e 
Guz, Somes Wim, Sandown, I.W., Grocer. Newport and Ryde. Pet 
e 
GoDLoNTON, Weaax Hevynry, Kingsland rd, Blind Manufacturer. High Court. 
GovutpEN, RoBERT, and Joun Hopy James, Manchester, Calico Printers. Man- 
chester. Pet March 8 
Gray, Bunjamin, Edgware rd, Solicitor. High Court. Pet Feb 24 


Tuomas THIckETT, Dewsbury, Yorks, Temperance Hotel Keeper. 
ae ee La eka Camden m4, Jeweller. High 
Horimay \Wineaane “aig = AS 

AY, rd, Hammersmith, Cheesemonger’s 

High Court. Pet March 7 
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Horas Juncus, Bolton, Cowkeeper. Bolton. Pet March 9. Ord March 9 
Huey, Saxvet, Hassocks, Sussex, Builder. Brighton. Pet March 8. Ord 
JOEL, S prighton, Fine Art Dealer. Brighton. Pet Feb 23. Ord March 7 
Jormm, Arann Exxaxvat, Nottingham, Metate Agent, « Motiiagham. Pet 
Kuve, Joszpx, Milford Haven, Grocer. Pembroke Dock. Pet March 8 
Luovett, Tzomas Coors, Brixton hill, Ironmonger. High Court. Pet March 9 
Lams, Jonny, Gt Yarmouth, Boat Owner. Gt Yarmouth. Pet Mar® 

Lux, Jonn, Manchester, Jeweller. Manchester. Pet Mar 5 

Lion, RicHARD, Newtown, Mont, Saddler. Newtown. Pet Mar 8 

Mappox, W1t1t1aM, Walsall, Oowkeeper. Walsall, Pet Mar? 
Maxrcuant, Henny Tuomas, Semley, Wilts, Innkeeper. Salisbury. Pet Mar 8 
Maxtor, Mary Janz, Ashton Lyne, Chemist. Ashton under Lyne and 


a1 et omen Warehousemen. 

MonGAN, JOHN, 81 Agent. Swansea. Pet Feb 16 

O’Net1, Joun, Aidershot, Draper. Guildford and Godalming. Pet Mar 8 
Hupsy Jomu, ond Jouw Fegw, Retin’, Byjetel, Bandeshes. Bristo 

Preston, Joun, Newport, Salop, Hay Dealer. Stafford. Pet Feb 25 

PURDUS, JomrH, Eiyson goon, Hotthigham, Masts ‘Web Manufacturer, Not- 

ey 1 eres High Court. Pet Feb 17.' 


Geuncp “tramnan Garpust: yestllensy ‘Unllibieiak: Whibietit Agiiih: High Court 


Pet Jan 31. Ord 7 
GuEtece: Sots Cecknek Lanie, Futillie, Cadi. ‘bub Marko 
UIRE, CHARLES, Middlesborough, Grocer. Stockton Tees and Middles- 
wie borough. Pet March 3 bat 


CuRistorHEeR, Newport, Mon, Tobacconist. Newport, Mon. Pet 


Wrxie, Hovanr Ivo, Nottingham, Builder. Nottingham. Pet March 7 
Woon, Jou, Shirley, Southampton, Butcher. Southampton. Pet March 8 


Wraicar, Guones Foorp, Leatherhead, Surrey, Draper. Croydon. Pet 
Wharieat, Josurn, Darlaston, Stafford, Grocer. Walsall. Pet Feb 23 


sem Are, rownaklte VERE eer. Wain 
OLDACRES, ANN, s nr Farmer. Walsall, Pet 
ALFRED OLARENCE, ~ <n LE Mar 18 at 
pa Eee EE, omen, Ansan Mat oF 
Barwam, THOMAS, ' Farmer. Mar 19 at 8. Off Reo, 15, King st, 
- Peneee Manchenanhahs Meaney, Canes Mar i8atil. 33, Carey 
TT ee St James’s pk, Auctioneer. Mar i8at1%. 33, 
Bowrorr, Wairan SEYMOUR, , Lincolnshire, Veterinary Surgeon. Mar 
Bowss, Tunas, Bedford, Goa Mar 18 at 3.90. Off Reo, 31, Munor 
BRISSENDEN, THOMAS, Maidstone, Raker, March 22 at 3 Off Reo, Week st, 


3 . March 19 at il. Off 
mae ~ 4 Whittington, Worcestershire, Innkeeper. 


BULLERWELL, J Scotawood, N Licensed Victualler. March 
nse ise ae ety 18 at 2.90. County Court, 
One, FEEe Palin inden, Bate, Farmer. March 23 ati?. Off Reco, 
Dacomss, ,. Wimberne Minster, Dorsetshire, Cabinet Maker. March 21 
De at #200. OF ‘oo, Salgbury 2 Beker. March % st 12.90. Off Reo 


orate oreestershire, Builder. March %at290. Mr. Miller 






Lions. 
sonny a , March 18 at 11. St, 
Barrister st Law. March 18 at 11. 

Agent, March 21 ab ti. Off Reo, 6, Rutland st, Swan- 
JuRx, Hove, Builder, March %1 at 12. Off Reo, 4, Pavilion 
's Farm, nr Lichfield, Farmer. March 19 at 12.15, 
‘orks, Fuller. March 18 at 3, Off Red, Bank 
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P. APPLETON, Beastfair, Pontefract, Tailor. March 18 at 11, 
apo, Ri te chbrs, Southgate, Wakefield 
vom) Sussex, Baker. March i8at3. Off Rec, 4, Pavilion 


Joun, and Jony Po Redland, Bristol, Blind Makers. March 
22 at 12.20. of "Ree, Bank chbrs. Bristol 
J son green, Nottingham, Elastic Web Maker. Mar 18 at 11. 
Rec. 1, pov hep Nottin 
Ra Sox, giley, Staffs, Builder. Mar 29 at 10.15. Off Rec, Dudley 


Raw.Linas, THomss ALFRED, Sedgley, Staffs, Builder. Mar 29 at 10.15. Off Rec, 
Expr, Viddlesborough, Builder. Mar 2 at 11. Off Reo, 8, Albert rd, 


—— CAPTAIN, ‘Bradford, Revolving Shutter Maker. Mari8 at3. Off Rec, 
1, Manor row, Bradford 
pa, Maknden, Mon, Tobacconist, Mar 21 at12, Off Ree, 12, 


Sedeuar l, , od 
WHueERRY, pong Clee, Pie cnokire, Farm Foreman. Mar 23 at12. Off Rec, 3, 
WRIGHT, — a Darlasten, Staff Grocer. M Off Rec, St Peter’ 
ar 21 at 11. 8 

ss Waredaages Se 

The following amended notice is substituted for that published in the 
Youna, Frank, Hyson sn, ottinghasa, Draper. “Mar 19 at 12, Off Reo, 1 
\. . at 12, F 
High pavement, Nottin sti : 


yee UDICATIONS. 
eee. a Wr114M, Cheltenham, Grocer, Cheltenham. Pet Feb 21. 
Baapy, Wns, Gt St Helens, Merchant Shipper, High Court. Pet Dec 8. 
Hopaars Jorn. & Bereoun, Boston, Lincoln, Auctioneer. Boston. Pet March 
BRINDLEY, Tuomas Ta Tarr, Southam m bldgs, Holborn, Mining Agent. High 
BRISSENDEN, THOMAS, Maidstone, Baker. Maidstone. Pet March 7. Ord 


8 
Burt, Hexry CuaR1Es, Sturminster Marshall, Dorset, Grocer. Poole. Pet Feb 


16. Ord March 8 
=o Cambridge rd, Mile End, Club Proprietor. High Court. Pet 
Tuomas, Megeli rd, Brixton, Tobacconist. High Court. Pet 
7. Ord March 


Exsenrspernc, Count Henry vox LEESNER, st emist. High Court. 
Pet Dec 21. Ord Feb 2 ee eco is 


FInEserG, JosEPH | ges aid Lovis = as, ey Eastern st, Shoreditch, 
7 

Four, 208s JouN Watsor, High Court. Provision Merchant. Wigan. Pet March 7. 
Bem Arann Bwissit,: Bradford, Wotehed Spin Bradford. Pet 

Feb 22. Ord March 9 as 7 

— pam CoLaunHovn, ey yc Pet creat 

HOLLinaswortTH, A pao orpe, Buil Great Grimes 
Pet March 3. Ord Marc £3) "2 ie 
Home, Jame, Bolton, Laake Cowkeeper. Bolton. Pet March 9, Ord 
J. Saran ANN, Treharris, Glamorganshire, Grocer. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet 
8. Ord March 5 

Brighton, Fine Art Dealer. Brighton. Pet Feb 23. Ord March 7 
Jo; » Arent Yarmouth, Boat Owner. Great Yarmouth. Pet March 9, 
Lewis, JOHN, iitcham, Surrey, Gardener. Oroydon., Pet Feb 15. Ord March7 
Mappox, W1r11aM, Walsall, Cowkeeper. Walsall. Pet March7. Ord March 8 
Aa ' reat Draper. Guildford and Godalming. Pet March 8 
PARTRIDGE, WALTER Ropivson, Walton on the Naze, Li d Victuall Col- 
cherter. Pet Feb 22. Ord March 9 foregone ooo 
Prater, Frepericx Urian, Swansea, ‘Widaiinesiad. Swansea. Pet March 2. 


Mw 
PLavEr, Octavius R., Bath, Hay Dealer. Bath. Pet Feb 23, Ord March 8 
Poaet, Wui1amM Ernest, Great Crosby, nr Li 1, Wine M: - 
pool. = 19. Ord March 9 ws Sater erage tee 
4 OuN, Sedgley, Stafford, Builder. Dudley. Pet Feb 25. Ord 
Ra THOMAS ALFRED, Sedgley, Stafford, Builder. Dudley. Pet Feb 25. 


7 
Ruzs Da Danis, New Swindon, Tea Dealer. Swindon. Pet March 2. Ord March 7 
, CHantes HENRY, Maidstone, Chemist. Maidstone. Pet Feb 19. Ord 


R cians, Cwmbran, Mon, Milkseller. Newport, Mon. Pet March 4. 
Omanead, Faves, TH Eynesbury, Huntingdon, Butcher. Bedford. Pet Feb 4. 
ee Nottingham, Machinist. Nottingham. Pet Feb 18. Ord 
STEWART, rose, Newark upon Trent, Grocer. Nottingham. Pet March 2, Ord 
aia my” Ord March 7 rd, Upton, Provision Dealer. High Court, Pet Jan 
4 Pree, fizxsvnas, ER, Cattistock, Dorset, Carpenter, Dorchester. Pet Jan 
Womp, youn, Southampton, Butcher. Southampton. Pet March 8 Ord 
Tor Hiynon green, Nottingnam, Draper. Nottingham. Pet Feb 22. 


London Gasette—TUESDAY, March 16, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Berry, Wuttam, Bristol, Hatter. Bristol. Pet March10, Ord March 10 


Bresy, ren foseaty On Cumberland, Provision Merchant. Carlisle. Pet 
oom Ura ts Henry, ewe, Sussex, Anctioneer. Brighton. Pet March 

— on, Maidstone, Bootmaker. Maidstone. Pet Feb 26, Ord 
am ~* "ee on the Forest, Yorks, Farmer. York. Pet March 12. 
ee an rd, Upper Holloway, Builder. High Court. Pet 
Te x Conv, Gt Grimsby, Fish Merchant. Gt Grimsby. Pet 
, Yorks, out of business. Barnsley. Pet March 10. 


and Harry 
"Ord 34 Baznes INGAMELIS, Sheffield, Tailors. Sheffield. 





Ss 





Inving, Wruttaat, Penrith, Oumberland, Millwright, Carlisle, ‘Peb March 1, 


M 
Jommeron, WIZZAM, & Appleby, Westmoreland, Surveyor. Kendal. Pet March 


JONES, La ae Weatham, Pork Butcher. Wrexham. Pet March 10. Ord 
ae ee Laurence Pountney Hill, Agent. High Court. Pet Jan 14, 
las, Jee fry Licensed Victualler. Birmingham. Pet March 10. 
LoDER, and Wi1114M Tomas LitLyMANn, N ton, Brush Manu- 
; orthampton. Pet Marchii. Ord March 1 
Macey, Jone By Licensed Victualler. Hastings. Pet Feb 23. Ord 
Marron, | Gscnen, St Paul’s rd, Bow, Mattress Maker. High Court, Pet Feb 
Mires, JAMEs, a Leamington, Watchmaker. Warwick. Pet March 10. Ord 
Muiiter, THomas McCrt, Horsleydown, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. High 
Court. Pet Feb 12. Ord March 
MUsEE=sS, eee Mere hampton, Auctioneer, Northampton. Pet March 


Prince, HENRY, ee aisha, Tin Plate Decorator. Birmingham. Pet March 
10. Grd March 10 


RAYNER, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Haddersield, Commercial Traveller. Hudders- 
field. Pet March 10, Ord March 10 
REDHEAD. THO: Messingham, on Coal Dealer. Great Grimsby. Pet 


March 10. O March 10 
RsxEs, OWEN JOHN, Penzance, Clothier. Truro. Pet March 11. Ord March 11 


RoGERS, Geonss, Theobald’s rd, Bootmaker. High Court. Pet March 9. Ord 
8 GEoRGE EpwArD, Menor pk, Essex, Civil Service Pensioner. High 
ee Oourt. Ord Mare 


Pet Feb 21. 
SmrrH, GEORGE WARD, Lincoln, Draper. Lincoln, Pet March12. Ord March 12 


Ssarx, THomas TAYLER, Bush Hill park, Enfield, Surveyor. High Court. Pet 
March 10. . Ord March 10 

ete perm, Chorley, Lancashire, Grocer. Bolton. Pet March 11. 

Start, SAMUBL, Colchester, Builder, Colchester. Pet March 12. Ord March 12 


Grom, Jom Se aenay, Harborne, Stafford, Pluniber. Birmingham. Pet March 

SUTCLIFFE, Exits, Leeds, Baby Linen Dealer, Leeds. Pet March 10, Ord 

Tare, AS ALBERT, Woodford, Essex, Builder. High Court, Pet Jan 20. Ord 

10 

TRANTER, BENJAMIN, Coven heath, Stafford, Coalmaster. Wolverhampton. Pet 
March 12. Ord March 1 

WARDLE, WILLIAM, Burton on Trent, Boot Dealer, Derby. Pet March 10. Ord 

Wirt _& W: i Oxford Musical Instrument Im: 

SGourt Hee wee Oia Blan i — 

Waser, FF nom ey Ashby Parva, Bm , "ee Leicester. Pet March 11, 
The following amended notice is io substiaieds eta published in the 

London Gazette of Marc 

Minton, HaMPpEN ALFRED, and WILLIAM 7 § CHARLES Mrivton, Man- 

chester, , Silk Merchants. Manchester. ad Ord March 9 
RECEIVING ORDER R 

StonE. JoHN SmaRT, Newport, Mon, Wagon Builder. Newport, Mon. 

March March 1 


2 ' FIRST MEETINGS. 
Wr, Totnes, oe Licensed Victualler. Mar 22 at 11. Off Rec, 
18, Frankfort nts Plymouth 
WIL11AM, Bristo,, Hatter. Mar 25 at 12.80. Off Rec, Bank chbrs, Bristol 


Brssy, Henry, Lasonby = an Provision Merchant. Mar 28 at3,. Off 

er 

BOWDEN, "Hipisy CHARLES, Cornwali rd, Brixton hill, Grocer’s Assistant. Mar 
22 at 2.80. 38, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 

BowEa. GEORGE, St Neots, Hunts, Engineer. Mar 29 at 1.90. ‘Lion Hotel, High 

CLAREE, vases Cissy, Mark lane, Colour Maker. Mar 22 at 12. 33, Carey st, 


Comptin, WILLIAM, Birmingham, Saddler. Mar S0atii. Off Rec, Birmingham 
vei Yb manga sen, Maidstone, Bootmaker. Mar 24at 38. Off Rec, Week st, 


Cnowss, tie Lenton Rowierars ome Timber Dealer, Mar 22 at 11. 


D ff Rec, 1, oo 1, Se oe me . 
annie annie ie set Warwickshire, 
Oxford. Mar 23 at 12.30. sate Baryon Arms, . Chipping orton Junction, 


Oxf 
Dennis, L' Sutton on the Forest, Yorkshire, Farmer. Mar 26 at 12, Off 
FENRER, GEORGE . Brighton, Accountants. 


LANSDELL, ong Fogtenee Huon. 
March 23 at11. Off Kec, 4, Pav: on hides, Deighton 
GARDNER, WILLIAM (sep ord, Farmer. March 23 at 
Junction, uo HE 


12.30. Langston Arms, Chip N 
GAN"Farinors. March 33 at 12.50. Langston ee lot Obi Chipping ees ee 
Griz, Josaua WILLIAM, Sandown, I.W., Grocer. March 22 at 3. Off Rec, New- 
EE Scooneen onaumnptinn, Gedlidie: tibilnepatl March 23 at 12. Off Rec, 34 
et Mar 23 at 12.80. 
man Oarey sh wain®, Hackney Licensed Victualler. March % at ii. 33, 
sm. homens March 22 at i2. Off Rec, 4, Pavilion 

eee ints Fenians ene canal, SERESAGES, March 28 at 2. Off Rec, 

va ie har erst Eamiunds; Btationer. March 24 at 12.45. Guildhall, 


Jomn, JUDAR, Brighton, Fine Art Dealer. Marcli 24 at 8. Off Reo, 4, Pavilion 
J Clothier. March 29 at 11. Of 
ons Bieminghan Birmingham, a’ Rec, 


JOYNES, Nottingham, Estate Agent. March 23 ati2. Off 
AO ent, Nottingham 
Kaspeee’ ¥ sy igh pa ble $t, ‘Trimming Manatacturer. March 24 at 12. 33, 
Lie Tent, Boat Owner. March 22 at 12. Off Rec, 8, King 
LANGLEy, Matvina Exzzanersu, Coleshill, Warwickshire, Builder. March 22 at 
11, Off Rec, Birmingham 
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sate RR Hath Nee es 


NeCeES a cceer atandas March 28 at 11.15. Off Rec, Walsall 
, HenRry Txomas, Semley, Wilts, Innkeeper. March 22at 8: Off Reo, 


See Bye sn>,, Conte 2 +» March 28 at 2.30. 


'B, Chi - a , O: 
A me pe nstone, Oxfordshire, Publican, Marchi 94 at 11.90. 


SEMPLE, CHARLES Epvw. crog Berens , Goldhaw! herd’s Bush, Doctor 
Medicine March 23 ot 11, 83, 0 ay Pa ” 


Samat ph Stockport, Jeweller. “Wiech ser iit. Off Rec, County chbrs, 


RATIO Ww, 
March %at 11. Of Rec Birmtaghons > we mde gechow 


SourEwoneE, Davin, Chorley, Lanes, Grocer. March 9% at 12. 16, Wood st, 
mee me Over bag Ranier Farmer. March. 2% at il. 


VANDERHARGE soxetanr, Cyrus March 
blige, Posteri ns Lacie on 
Wangs, Geobas, Lg ag Wil forage ok mht 


March 2 at 1. Norris and 

Woon, JonN, ‘Southampton, Butcher. March 30 at 2. Off Ree, 4, Hast st, 
Wraicut, GEORGE Foorp, Le 4 b 

— age § as atherhend, Surrey, Draper. March 25 at 3, 109, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ALLEN, Wr11AM, Totn ae » Licensed Vi 
: AM, 4 EN ees Pag von. ctualler. East Stonehouse. Pet 


ASHMAN, pany JOHN, di tonb' 
x Jo astonbury, Somerset, Auctioneer. -Wells. Pet 
Berry, Wass, Bristol, Hatter. Bristol. Pet March 10. Ord March 10 
mae: | Hewey, Lazonby, Cumberien Pet 
me, hase ry 4, Provision Merchant. Carlisle. 


ae. WALTER Gurmovn, Spalding, Lincs, V: Surgeon. Peter- 
Pot Fob 2, Ord Peay ——— 


Bo mY Cuantis, ‘Comwall rd, Brixton Mill, Grocer’s Assistant, 
Court. Pet March 7. March 11 

rook RL Whittington, ‘Warum Innkeeper. Worcester. Pet Feb 

BUTCHER, \ eae TILA, Basingstoke, Grocer. Winchester. Pet March 1, Ord 

Ree nh Ord He OCLispy, Mark lane, Colour Manufacturer. High Court. Pet 
CLEMENTS, JOSEPH poo aR, Camberwell 

es Ri am rd, Zine Worker, High Court. Pet 
arora JOHN ‘Raver? "Thetford, Norfolk, Surgeon. Norwich. Pet Feb 19. 

so ‘Savas, Cotham, Bristol, Baker. Bristol. Pet March 7. Ord 
ELuiorr ot, THOMAS, , Corporation st, Barnsley, Miner. Barnsley. Pet Feb9. Ord 
Fuint, Exyest W: and CLAUDE FLINT, 

Merchants. Warwick. Pet Feb 18. Ord March 12 pe eh Seen 
cme: Ams Janz, Dewsbury, Confectioner. ewuiety Pet March 2. 
Paovg, some; Oe Owslebury, nr Winchester, Builder. Winchester. Pet March 4. 
GODLONTON, Wess Henry, Kin d 

anes Bepey, Ss esland rd, Blind Manufacturer. High Court. 
Gaat, act he Gt George st, Stock Dealer. High Court. Pet Dec 7. Ord 
HARLING, $s , *. foag sagt Dewsbury, eum, Temperance Hotel Keeper. 
Hanaison, 50 JOHN, vSyuingheed, Yorks, Builder. Oldham. Pet Feb 2. Ord 
Ha ATER ASTER a Gt @ A 

ves came Cox rimeby, Fish Merchant. Gt Grimsby. Pet 
Hotmes, LiongEL GzorcE Parron, Shirehampton, Gloucester, Medical Prac- 
be titioner, ap Bi gt 4! pore 7 12 Tailors. 
GAMELLS, 4BRY BARNES GAMELLS, Sheffield, 
Sheffield. Pet Feb 16. Ord Mareh 10 
Wandsworth, Builder. Wandsworth. Pet Oct 12. 
gees Cooks, Brixton hill, Ironmonger. High Oourt. Pet March 9. 
and Winttam Tomas Lint YMay, Brush Manu- 
orthampton. Pet March 11. ’ oe mo eg 
» Huwny Tr Tuomas, Semley, Wilts, wt, Salisbury. Pet March 


Ord 
Mra, HENRY, Walsall, Iron Manufacturer. Walsall. PetJané. Ord March 1) 
MorGAN, JOHN, Swansea, Agent. Swansea. Pet Feb 16. Ord March 10 
Muppamas, Tom Smiru, Northampton, Auctioneer. Northampton. Pet March 


Org, G, Bt St Mary Axe, Commission Agent. High Court, Pet Jan 5. Ord 


o. 


G, Henry, Earicfield, 


Lover, 


coun ag Nah ein we, Sa 











[aren Sy Homsey, Builder. High Court. Pet 
2m 2 Felling, Durham, Tailor. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Jan 28. Ord 
Joux Powss, Redland, Bristol, Blindmakers. Bristol. 

, Mine Owner. High Court. Pot Deo 28, 









Ea Ta on hae Gt Grimsby. Pet 


ihuus, Owns Jeux, Petmmmes, Gothier, Truro. Pet Marit, Ord Mar 11 
Rogers, Gzorcz, Theobald’s rd, Bootmaker. High Court. Pet 9, Ord Mar 9 
Satissury, R B, Rotherhithe. High Court. Pet Dect. Ord tt 
Seas hoe. me, oe ee Lincoln. Pet Mar 12. Ord 


SuerrH, Janes, Stoke on Trent, Hatate Agent, Stoke on Trent, Pet ¥eb 2. 
SrrazUBY, Gxonan, Leck, Staffs, Ldeensed Victualler. Macclesfield. Pot Feb 

sand, Sater’ “Grocer, Stockton on ‘Tees and Middies- 
Seamensrat fmotta Todmorden, Yorks, Farmer. 
a ee y, Builder, Brentford. Pet Feb 8. Ord 
srvnt eatorsae Newport Men, Pasta: New i Pet March 
m=, Buias, Leeds, Baby Linen Dealer. Leets, Pet March 10, Ord 
onmnr, North Shields, Builder. Newcastle on Tyne; Pet Feb. Ord 


Taaw7an, BEXs.2C08, Coven’ Staffordshire, Coal Master. Wolverhamp- 
Wananga, Wiciax, Basten a Dealer. Derby. PetMarch 10. Ord 
Wore, 5 OND,  DeRanTS CREE Ol High Court. Pet Dec 17. 





SALES OF ENSUING bag oe 


aoe Soe of Sie (ec advorusimaat Mart, at 2 p.m., Free- 
wot eS cents Beahent 
and Bhope (sce Saas aes, 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
Bpowsn— The 20th | ry Boe Young-street, W., the wife of F. Gore Browne 
Joti The sth ui oh Alraa, ‘Hono B Bank, near Cape Town, the wife of Henry 
Pius, March 18 Tid aetman: the Wits cl @: M. Ballin bertinds 


Wooss—Tho ind ult, at Latchford, near Warrington, the wite of Herbert 
oods, solicitor, of a son. ; 
joxsox —Hiywren, March 16, Bs J. Jackson, solicitor, Ilkeston, 
OuaRrke.—March 11, Henry Booth 
Dugwaxp On the oth ina, at eo, Pembridge-vilas, W., John Stephen Digweed, 
William Adam Hulton, late Judge of her 







Jackson—HuNTER.—March 165, at 
Wood Vale, Forest Hill, solicitor, 
aged 78 years 





Loceras.— ——t Stoke Newington, George Lockyer, 

etn’ the 0d William Shaen, of 8, 

pe ey at yet p0, Primrose Hill-road, Francis Tarner, Bsq., barris- 
ter-at-law, aged 
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SCH WEITZER’S COOOATINA, 


need Pare Be ptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder; 
Bw youve Cocoa of the Finest Quality, 
wae Sess the excess of a extracted. - 
phen iy yo amen y= - 
bev for Breakfast, Senehoen 
upper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children,” 
Highly commended nS the entize Medical Press, To Bet a 
Being without or spice, or other —> - suits 
all palates, keeps for years in all climates, and is four 
tines nie nem & of tod THICKENED yet WRAKENED 


and IN REALITY OmmAPER than such| ROBRS FOR emma diieahea COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


gy, SR 


fm tins at Is. 64., S8., 56, 6d. &c., by Chemists and CORPORATION ROBES, ONIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS 


Made instantaneously with duis water, @ tesspoonful 
toa bye res Cup, a than a eon 
OCOATINA A aNILLE most delicate, digestible, 
“some Manilla » and may be taken when 
richer chocolate is prohibited. 


Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor, 
Ki, Somwaurrzun & Co., 10, Ad&m-st., Strand, London, 








EDE AND SON, : 
ROBE — 


a 


w.c:| 94 ORANCERY LANE LONDON. 


UNTEARABLE LETTER 


be cong y Shee Bde ug 
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SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1887. 


. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
BARMER, &4 BRIDGEWATER beg to announce 
that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 
8u , and Country Houses, Business Premises, 
vowsons, Reversions, 
and other Properties, will be held at the 
Token'nouse-yard, near the Bank of Eng- 
land, in the City of London, as follows :— 


Tues., June 7 


Tues., Aug 2 

Auctions can also be held on other days. In order to 

insure pro publicity, due notice should be given. 

between such notice and the proposed auc- 

tion must considerably Aye on upon the nature of the 

to be sold. A printed scale of terms cn be 

S 60, Cheapside, or will be forwarded. Telephone 
‘0. 1,503, 


Capital Freehold Ground-rents, amounting to £358 &s. 
houses and stab- 


Bedford-park, with Reversions to the 
a now ee at about £1,900 per 
Michaelmas, 197 


annum, at 
ESSRS. DEBENBAM. TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWA TER will BELL, 
atthe MART, on TUESDAY, MARCH 99, at TW 
in Seven Lots, the following a FRERHOLD GROUND 


Ground- | 





Rack 

Property. |rent. 

268 0 0/2, 4, 6, 8. 10, 12, ~ yaa 12; an 
borough-crescen 44 


| 
4 0 Oj11 to 19 (odd), ditto ee : 
it fo 88 (oda) 


rent. 





0 ditto . 
2 10 0 B to 16 (even Flanders-road 
%B 0 O)18 to 28 (even}, ditto... ees 
6116 0 46 (even), ditto... ow 
% 0 Sete a8 oven}: Dathccoed 170 


Particulars of Mesers. Blake & Heseltine, Solicitors, 
inn, Fleet-street ; Burton & 


Serjeants’-inn, of Messrs. 
Solicitors, Gainsborough; and of the Auc- 
tioneers, 80, Cheapside. 





NQnewonwo Ny 


| 


Teepheny No. 1,669. “ Akaber, 
London.” —Sales for Toor ae 1887. 

Mie. BAKER & SONS beg to an- 
nounce that by, SALES of LANDED ES- 

TATES, Investments, Town, Suburban, and Coun’ 

ps Business Land, Groun 

Rents, Reversions, anata and other will 

be held at the Mart, Tokenhouse- E.C., as 

follows :— 

day, Mar. 25 

day, April 22 


, June 10 
ty 
, July 8 

, July 15 
> duly 22 


Auctions can be held on ne aap 8 required.— 
No. 11, Queen Victoria-street, E. 




















ON FRIDAY NEXT.—BOROUGH. 
Excellent Investment, producing £530 per annum. 
ESSRS. BAKER & SONS will SELL 


by AUCTION. at the MART. E.O., on FRI- 
DAY NEXT, MAROH % at TWO, ey oa 
axel INVESTMENT, 


arin from and 
business premises, known as Nos. Sood Bake 
peng and 2 i _ he 
opposite Goanst’s urch and ety Bock ali 
Fr peg ol to responsible tenants at rentals amount- 
ing to £530 per annum, and held for a term of 18 years 
“Sardediers t 3 ES of Messrs. West, King, 
Adams, & Oa Bohettore 6, Canney. steee’, E.C. ; 
Dra of the Auctioneers, 11, Queen Victoria-street, 





ESIDENTIAL OHAMBERS to LET 
in Lincoln’s-inn-fields ; fitted with every con- 
venience, — seems splendid and cold water) ; key and 

d situation ; moderate rent.— 

t on the premises. and 4, Lin- 
daa at Collector’s Office in the Hall 
of - Chaneerp-iene. 


AW STATIONERS, PRINTERS, ant, 
Others. — Convenient Premises to Let in 

Ghencery-tone, 5 Se building close to the Law 

Courts and thi te Deposit; lighted 


paneer gs Fo convenience ; 
64, Chancery-lane. 








ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 

A FARME & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 
ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Town and Country Residences, Hunting 

Rents, Rent 


a - 
our days previous to the end of the preceding month. 





agreement for 
aarecably 10 the OENRY BLAKE Principal Clerk. 
Sewers Office, Guildhall, February, 1887 


CSAMBERS for CITY GENTLEMEN! 








OHAMBERS ge, lone and 


bby eg Pe 


aod quiet, within > oe minutes’ wall 
ciinte Tall and omnibus 
rooms 


Hydraulic 
ths premieee 


Spe 


to let, 








WPIOES to pe. ods — Some splendid 

ms in a cl to the La 

Courts, the Patent Office, = | the (hanasry-iane 

Safe it; lighted by el 

pomyenmanen! sedenets sent; Wollpanes re 
or — 

the Collectors Office in the Hall of 68 and ol Okan 

cery: lane. 


ev. 





ROUND FLOOR.—Fine large Premises 
to Let in iinetip’o-ten-Baite; well suited to 


Lincoln’ ene dckies $ 
the Hall of 63 and 64, 


Char ort or Se er dy ern to 
‘ ; every 'm modern 














rpuE MORTGAGE INSURANOE Ooms 
‘ON, LIMITED. 
AMOUNT OF pees tf SUBSCRIBED, £710,000 — 


fates Deke 4 
Stock, against loss of principal and in 
Policies will be of especial advani to 


These 
Trustees who 5 tN le for 


Vane ey Fe 5 
ee een ets 
at a S their leases or at any 
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